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EMIGRATION  TO  AUSTRALIA. 

EARL  GREY  :»  My  Lords,  pursuant  to 
the  notice  which  I  have  given,  I  beg  to 
lay  on  the  table  certain  papers  connected 
with  emigration  to  the  Australian  colonies, 
in  continuation  of  those  which,  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session,  I  had  the  honour  of 
presenting  to  Parliament  by  command  of 
Her  Majesty.  In  laying  these  papers  on 
the  table,  1  trust  that  the  interest  which 
is  now  so  generally  felt  on  the  subject  of 
emigration,  will  be  a  sufficient  excuse  for 
my  briefly  stating  some  of  the  principal 
facts  which  are  to  be  collected  from  these 

*  From  a  corrected  report  published  by  Ridgway. 
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papers,  and  from  those  which  have  been 
already  presented;  and  will  also  justify  me 
in  making  a  very  few  remarks  upon  them. 
Without  attempting  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion whether  there  really  is  in  this  country 
that  excess  of  population  which  is-  sup- 
posed by  some  persons  to  exist,  or  whe- 
ther there  are  still  means  in  its  unde- 
veloped resources  of  affording  employment 
to  our  increasing  population,  I  think,  at 
all  events,  that  even  those  who  hold  the 
strongest  opinions  as  to  the  excess  of 
population  in  this  country,  must  agree 
with  me  that,  when  we  compare  the  cost 
of  emigration  to  Australhii  with  the  number 
of  persons  who  now  go  annually  from  our 
shores,  it  is  hardly  possible  to  expect  that 
emigration  to  that  quarter  can  ever  be 
carried  to  such  an  extent  as  to  produce 
any  very  perceptible  effect  upon  our  popula- 
tion here.  The  cost  of  conveying  an  emi- 
grant to  Australia  may  be  taken,  in  round 
numbers,  at  somewhere  about  20i.,  includ- 
ing the  passage  of  the  emigrant,  and  the 
expensive  outfit  which  is  necessary  for  his 
health.  And  if  the  present  number  of 
emigi'ants  were  to  be  materially  increased, 
this  cost  would  be  augmented,  as  the  rate 
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of  freight  which  is  now  paid  would  un- 
doubtedly rise  if  many  more  ships  were 
wanted  for  this  service. 

But  the  average  number  of  emigrants 
who  left  this  country  during  the  last  seven 
years  has  been  no  less  than  122,000 ;  and 
in  the  last  year  the  number  of  emigrants 
was  not  less  than  258,000.  If,  then,  this 
great  stream  of  emigration  were  to  be  in- 
creased by  sending  to  Australia  a  number 
of  persons  equal  even  to  the  average  emi- 
gration of  the  last  seven  years,  or  122,000 
persons  a  year,  the  annual  expense  of  this 
addition  to  the  existing  emigration  would 
not  amount  to  less  than  2,500,000^.  Now, 
when  your  Lordships  remember  that  even 
the  large  emigration  of  last  year,  together 
with  the  great  mortality  from  famine  and 
disease  that  took  place  in  Ireland,  have 
failed  to  produce  any  marked  effect  on 
those  symptoms  of  excessive  population 
which  are  allege4  to  exist,  it  is  obviously 
impossible,  looking  to  our  Australian  colo- 
nies, that  any  such  great  number  of  emi- 
grants can  be  sent  thither  as  would  exer- 
cise any  perceptible  influence  upon  tho 
population  at  home.  But  although  this  is 
the  case,  it  is  not  the  less  true  that  Aus- 
tralian emigration  is  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible advantage  to  the  empire  in  general, 
as  affording  a  field  of  enterprise  to  the 
more  ardent  spirits  of  the  mother  country, 
who,  in  the  present  peaceful  times,  cannot 
find  a  suitable  career  at  home  ;  and,  also, 
as  creating  and  increasing  thriving  com- 
munities in  that  part  of  the  world,  with 
which  our  manufacturers  carry  on  (i  large 
and  lucrative  trade.  Our  trade  with  the 
Australian  colonies  is  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant we  possess.  The  labouring  popu- 
lation, whom  we  send  out  to  Australia,  are 
chiefly  employed  in  producing  raw  mate- 
rials, which  we  use  in  our  manufactures, 
|vpd  especially  in  that  very  important  de- 
partment of  them,  the  woollen  trade.  In 
return  for  their  produce  they  take  British 
manufactures,  and  in  the  same  manner 
they  pay  indirectly  for  various  commo* 
dities,  and  more  particularly  for  the  tea 
and  sugar  which  they  consume,  thus  creat- 
ing an  additional  trade  between  this  coun- 
try and  China,  since  it  is  well  known  that 
the  consumption  of  Biitish  manufactures 
in  China  is  limited  only  by  the  means  of 
payment  which  the  Chinese  possess,  and 
that  the  very  large  quantity  of  tea  con- 
sumed in  Australia,  is  paid  for  by  British 
manufactures,  for  which  the  return  is  re- 
ceived by  us  principally  in  wool.  The 
consequence  is,  that  those  who  go  to  Aus- 


tralia do  undoubtedly  contribute  largely 
to  furnish  additional  employment  for  our 
people  at  home.  The  emigration  to  these 
distant  colonies  is  also  of  very  great  ser- 
vice in  affording  additional  employment  to 
our  shipping.  It  is,  therefore,  an  object 
of  the  greatest  interest  to  the  empire  that 
emigration  to  Australia  should  be  pro- 
moted and  encouraged  to  the  utmost  pos- 
sible extent. 

Viewed  in  this  light,  and  as  the  means 
of  obtaining  the  advantages  I  have  now 
described,  rather  than  of  effecting  a  great 
diminution  of  a  population  supposed  to  be 
excessive,  emigra^io^  to  Australi(i  i^  ^ 
subject  which,  during  the  last  twenty 
years,  has  certainly  not  been  neglected 
by  any  of  the  successive  Administrations 
which  have  in  that  time  existed.  It  seems 
to  me  that,  in  the  eagerness  to  extend 
emigration — a  feeling  which  I  share^ 
many  persons  overlook  how  much  has 
been  accomplished;  and  I  am,  therefore, 
anxious  to  call  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  a  comparison  of  what  our  Australian 
colonies  were  in  the  year  1828,  with  what 
they  are  at  the  present  time.  In  looking 
back  to  this  comparatively  short  period  of 
only  twenty  years,  it  is  really  not  a  little 
surprising  to  see  how  great  a  change  has 
been  effected  by  the  enterprise,  the  ac- 
tivity, and  the  energy  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  settling  in  those  distant  regions. 
In  the  year  1828,  the  only  colonies  we  oc- 
cupied in  that  quarter  of  the  globe,  were 
New  South  Wales,  and  Van  Diemen*s 
Land.  New  South  Wales  was  then  con- 
fined to  what  were  called  the  Nineteen 
Counties.  These  counties  occupied  an  ex- 
tent of  about  300  miles  in  length,  along 
the  coast,  with  an  average  breadth  of 
about  200  miles.  In  Van  Diemen's 
Land,  the  extent  of  our  settlements  was 
very  small.  The  whole  population  of 
both  these  colonies,  in  1828,  was  esti- 
mated at  53.000,  of  whom  23,000  were 
convicts,  still  in  a  state  of  servitude;  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  free  inhabit- 
ants having  originally  proceeded  to  the 
colonies  as  convicts.  New  South  Wales, 
including  Moreton  Bay  and  Port  Philip, 
now  extends  1,000  miles  in  length,  by 
300  miles  in  breadth.  Much  of  this  ter- 
ritory is  occupied  only  pastorally;  but 
still  it  is  occupied,  and  advantageously, 
the  whole  area  it  includes  being  about 
three  and  a  half  times  as  large  as  the  area 
of  Great  Britain.  The  coast  line  from 
Moreton  Bay  to  South  Australia,  is  1,500 
miles  long,  being  about  the  length  of  the 
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coast  line  from  Calais  to  the  northern  fron- 
tier of  Portugal.  In  Southern  and  Wes- 
tern Australia,  and  the  valuahle  islands  of 
New  Zealand,  entirely  new  and  most  of 
them  thriving  settlements  have  heen  form- 
ed; and  in  Van  Diemen*s  Land,  the  popu- 
lation has  greatly  increased.  The  whole 
British  population,  (excluding,  of  course, 
the  native9»)  or,  rather,  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  European  origin,  in  the  different 
Australian  Colonies,  now  amounts  to  near 
300,000  persons.  But,  while  in  the  space 
of  twenty  years  the  population  has  in- 
crea8e4  five  or  six-fold,  the  wealth  of  these 
colonies  has  increased  still  more  rapidly. 
The  hest  test  I  can  apply  to  ascertain  the 
wealth  of  a  rising  colony,  is  the  amount  of 
its  exports;  we  can  judge  less  hy  the  im- 
ports, because  a  considerable  importation 
into  a  colony  may  be  occasioned  by  a  large 
expenditure  by  the  Government  of  the 
mother  country,  whereas  the  exports  must 
be  created  by  the  successful  industry  of 
the  colonists.  I  find  that  in  1828,  the 
whole  amount  of  exports  from  these  colo- 
nies was  185,000Z.;  and  in  1845,  the  last 
year  for  which  the  returns  are  complete, 
the  exports  had  risen  to  2,189,000Z.; 
being  an  increase  of  twelve-fold  in  seven- 
teen years.  This  is  a  striking  result; 
but  it  will  be  still  more  so  if  your  Lord- 
ships will  permit  me  to  go  a  little  further 
into  particulars. 

In  the  year  1830,  when  I  first  knew 
anything  officially  about  these  colonies,  no 
facilities  whatever  existed  for  the  emigra- 
tion of  the  labouring  classes  to  New  South 
Wales.  The  ships  which  went  there  af- 
forded accommodation  only  for  cabin  pas- 
sengers, or  for  those  who  required  what 
are  now  called  intermediate  passages. 
The  expense  of  emigration  to  Australia, 
With  the  description  of  accommodation 
which  was  at  that  time  alone  provided, 
was  much  larger  than  could  be  afforded  by 
a  labouring  man;  so  that,  practically,  there 
were  no  means  of  emigration  for  that  class 
of  society.  In  the  course  of  the  year  1830, 
my  noble  Friend,  Lord  Ripon,  who  was 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
established  the  system  of  alienating  the 
Crown  lands  by  sale  only,  instead  of  by 
grants,  as  had  previously  been  the  prac- 
tice in  Australia;  and  at  the  same  time  the 
principle  was  laid  down  that  the  revenue 
realised  by  the  sale  of  land  should  be  ap- 
plied in  carrying  out  emigrants  to  the  co- 
lonies. A  Commission  was  appointed, 
over  which  my  noble  Friend  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  presided,  and  of  which  I  had 


the  honour  of  being  also  a  Member,  to  in- 
quire into  the  best  means  of  promoting 
emigration.  The  first  measure  of  that 
Commission  was,  to  endeavour  to  prevail 
upon  shipowners  to  furnish  passages  to 
Australia  at  a  cheaper  rate,  and  with  hum- 
bler accommodation,  suitable  to  the  means 
of  the  labouring  class.  They  consented  to 
make  this  experiment,  and  the  system  then 
began;  but  the  funds  applicable  to  emigra- 
tion were  at  that  time  exceedingly  small; 
and  for  the  first  few  years  the  progress  of 
emigration  thus  carried  on  was  so  slow 
that  it  seemed  little  likely  to  become  of 
much  consequence.  But  the  measure  it- 
self being  founded  on  a  sound  principle, 
its  operation  gradually  increased,  until  the 
results  became  very  important.  In  1837, 
the  extent  of  emigration  had  so  far  in- 
creased, that  my  noble  Friend,  Lord 
Glenelg,  who  then  held  the  office  of  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  appointed  a 
separate  office  for  the  management  of  that 
business;  and  hence  the  origin  of  the  Land 
and  Emigration  Commission;  and  in  creat- 
ing that  board,  and  in  the  selection  ol 
those  whom  he  named  for  that  important 
duty,  I  consider  that  my  noUe  Friend 
adopted  a  measure  of  incalculable  impor- 
tance and  benefit,  both  to  this  country  and 
to  the  colonies. 

At  that  time  the  population  of  New  South 
Wales  was  only  77,OOOi. ;  but  in  the  course 
of  ten  years  the  population  was  almost  dou- 
bled, emigration  having  added  to  it  no 
less  than  62,000  persons.  Those  persons 
were  sent  out  under  the  superintendence  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  the  greatest  pos- 
sible advantage  has  been  the  result  of  that 
course  of  proceeding.  During  the  same 
period,  the  Commissioners  for  South  Aus- 
tralia sent  to  that  colony  about  10,000  per- 
sons; the  New  Zealand  Company  also  sent 
out  about  7,000  persons;  altogether,  in  the 
course  of  those  ten  years,  there  were  sent 
between  90,000  and  100.000  emigrants, 
of  whom  no  less  than  80,000  were  pro- 
vided with  a  passage  out  of  the  sums  de- 
rived from  the  sale  of  the  colonial  lands. 
After  this  statement  of  the  general  result 
of  the  working  of  the  system,  I  will  now 
advert,  for  a  moment,  to  the  cases  of  one 
or  two  individual  settlements,  by  which  the 
result  of  the  system  will  appear  still  more 
remarkable.  The  importance  of  the  dis- 
trict of  Port  Philip,  in  the  territory  still 
forming  part  of  New  South  Wales,  and  the 
colony  of  South  Australia,  were  the  crea- 
tion of  a  period  not  exceeding  ten  years. 
In  1836,  ten  years  prior  to  the  date  of  the  . 
B2 


Emigration 


{LORDS} 


to  Afjutralia. 


8 


last  census,  there  were  in  Port  Philip  only 
a  few  scattered  inhabitants,  estimated  to 
number  between  200  and  300.  In  March, 
1846,  when  that  census  was  made,  the  po- 
pulation of  this  district  was  found  to  have 
increased  to  32,800,  including  the  town  of 
Melbourne,  which  then  contained  a  popu- 
lation of  between  8,000  and  10,000  in- 
habitants. The  I  mports  into  that  district, 
in  1845,  were  to  the  value  of  205,000^.; 
and  the  expoi*ts  to  the  value  of  343,000^. ; 
the  general  revenue  of  the  district,  in  1847, 
was  no  less  than  68,000^ ;  and  the  terri- 
torial revenue,  derived  principally  from  the 
sale  of  land,  was  70,000^.;  making  alto- 
gether a  revenue  of  138,000^.  collected  in 
this  district,  which  only  ten  or  twelve  years 
ago  had  been  occupied  by  200  or  300  per- 
sons. 

In  South  Australia  the  results  have 
been  almost  equally  remarkable.  But  I 
will  not  trouble  your  Lordships  with  the 
arithmetical  details,  as  they  will  be  found 
in  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Colonisa- 
tion Committee,  and  in  the  papers  1  am 
about  to  lay  on  the  table.  It  is,  however, 
important  to  observe,  that  in  the  Port 
Philip  district,  this  now  thriving  commu- 
nity, has  been  established  without  one 
shilling  of  expense  to  the  mother  country; 
and  even  South  Australia,  although  it  has 
had  temporary  difficulties  to  encounter, 
and  though  unintentional  errors  were  com- 
mitted in  its  earlier  days,  and  it  has  cost, 
in  consequence,  cotoparatively  a  consider- 
able sum,  yet  from  the  time  its  manage- 
ment was  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners,  to  whom  it  was  originally 
entrusted,  in  order  that  it  might  be  placed 
directly  under  the  charge  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  has  emerged  from  its  difficulties, 
and  has  continued  steadily  to  advance  in 
prosperity,  till  a  large  revenue  has  been 
obtained,  more  than  equal  to  its  expendi- 
ture, and  funds  have  been  realised,  appli- 
cable to  the  conveyance  thither  of  a  very 
considerable  number  of  emigrants.  Nei- 
ther can  it  be  said  that  this  success  of 
South  Australia  is  owing  to  the  great 
mineral  wealth  which  has  been  discovered 
there;  because  the  difficulties  of  the  co- 
lony, which  were  at  their  height  in  1840, 
had,  in  1845,  been  completely  overcome, 
and  it  was  steadily  advancing  in  prosperity 
before  the  mines  had  been  opened  to  an 
extent  of  any  importance. 

My  Lords,  I  think  it  is  also  of  import- 
ance that  1  should  remark,  in  order  to 
correct  a  very  prevalent  error,  that  it  is 
entirely  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  these 


colonies  have  been  formed  by  merely  one 
class  of  society,  or  by  the  emigration  of 
labourers  only.  So  far  is  this  from  being 
the  case,  that  there  are  to  be  found  set- 
tled in  these  colonies,  retired  officers  of 
the  Army  and  Navy — gentlemen  who  have 
taken  high  degrees  and  honours  at  the 
Universities,  and  many  other  persons  of 
education  and  intelligence.  Indeed,  both 
in  South  Australia,  and  in  New  South 
Wales,  there  is  a  very  large  population  of 
men  of  superior  education  and  intelligence. 
I  must  therefore  say,  that  looking  at  these 
facts,  it  is  impossible  to  admit  the  truth  of 
what  has  been  sometimes  very  confidently 
asserted — that  colonisation  is  a  lost  art. 
On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that  colonisa- 
tion never  has,  in  the  history  of  the  world, 
made  such  rapid  progress  as  in  the  in- 
stances I  have  stated  to  your  Lordships. 
I  would  remind  your  Lordships  of  the  very 
interesting  evidence  given  last  year  by 
Mr.  Elliot,  then  at  the  head  of  the  Emi- 
gration Board,  in  which  capacity  I  believe 
most  of  your  Lordships  are  aware  how 
valuable  were  his  services,  and  who  has 
now  duties  of  still  greater  importance, 
which  he  performs  with  equal  ability,  as 
Assistant  IJnder  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonial  Department:  Mr.  Elliot,  in 
the  evidence  to  which  I  refer,  drew  a 
comparison  between  the  progress  made  by 
our  Australian  colonies,  and  the  old  colo- 
nies which  now  constitute  the  United 
States  of  America.  The  comparison  is 
most  curious,  and  singularly  favourable  to 
our  new  colonies.  The  rate  of  progress 
of  the  Australian  colonies,  as  compared 
with  that  of  our  old  American  colonies,  is 
really  marvellous. 

For  example,  1  find  that  the  population 
of  Sydney  in  1836  was  19,000;  that  in 
ten  years  the  population  had  actually 
doubled,  and  in  1846  was  38,000.  Com- 
paring this  with  the  old  American  colo- 
nies, I  find  that  the  population  of  the  im- 
portant town  of  Boston,  in  1790  (170 
years  after  its  foundation),  was  18,000. 
The  population  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
in  1773  (immediately  before  the  breaking 
out  of  the  war  of  independence),  was  only 
21,896,  having  then  been  founded  a  very 
much  longer  period  than  Sydney  has  now, 
but  containing  a  population  17,000  less 
than  Sydney  does  at  the  present  day. 
The  population  of  Philadelphia  in  1790 
was  28,528.  But  what  is  still  more  re- 
markable, is  the  wealth  of  our  present 
colonics,  and  the  advantage  which  they 
have  been  to  the  trade  of  this  country,  as 
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compared  with  the  wealth  and  trade  of  our 
old  American  colonies  at  the  time  of  the 
breaking  out  of  the  war.  The  whole  po- 
pulation of  our  old  American  colonies,  in 
1773,  was  about  2,300,000;  and  the  popu- 
lation of  the  Australian  colonies  in  1845, 
was  only  283,873.  Yet  the  imports  of  all 
descriptions  into  our  old  American  colo- 
nies in  1773,  amounted  to  something  more 
than  1,000,000Z.  sterling:  while  the  im- 
ports into  our  Australian  colonies  in  1845, 
amounted  to  2,070,000Z.  The  exports 
from  our  old  American  colonies,  in  1773, 
amounted  to  something  short  of  2,000,0002. , 
while  the  exports  from  our  Australian  colo- 
nies, in  1845,  were  2,185,0002.  Or,  if 
we  contrast  the  comparative  extent  of  the 
trade  of  the  two  classes  of  colonies  accord- 
ing to  its  value,  per  head,  of  their  respec- 
tive populations,  it  appears  that  the  im- 
ports, per  head,  into  the  old  American 
colonies,  at  the  breaking  out  of  the  war, 
were  to  the  amount  of  Ss.  9d,  per  head 
of  their  then  population ;  while  the  imports 
of  our  Australian  colonies  are  at  the  rate 
of  71,  5s,  lOd,  per  head.  The  exports 
from  America,  at  the  breaking  out  of  the 
war,  were  at  the  rate  of  16«.  Sd,  per  head 
of  the  population;  and  the  exports  from 
the  Australian  colonies  are  at  the  rate  of 
71,  lis,  3d,  per  head. 

Such  has  been  the  extraordinary  pro- 
gress of  these  colonies;  and  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  agree  with  me,  that  these 
facts  sufficiently  refute  the  common  no- 
tion that  the  art  of  colonisation  is  a  lost 
one;  that  the  population  of  this  country 
are  less  enterprising  and  adventurous  than 
the  population  of  former  days;  and  that 
they  are  less  capable  of  carrying  on  such 
enterprises  with  advantage.  On  the  con- 
trary, if  your  Lordships  consider  the  pro- 
gress of  these  colonies — a  progress  almost 
without  a  check — and  their  steady,  uni- 
form current  of  prosperity,  without  the  in- 
terruption of  any  great  disaster,  and  con- 
trast their  history  with  the  extreme  difficul- 
ties and  fearful  calamities  which,  in  earlier 
days,  were  experienced  by  the  old  Ameri- 
can colonies,  the  result  is,  indeed,  most  re- 
markable— a  result,  I  beg  to  repeat,  which 
is  owing  entirely  to  the  enterprising  and 
persevering  spirit  of  the  population  of  this 
Country,  aided,  as  they  have  been,  by  all 
the  improvements  of  modern  science,  and 
of  moaem  navigation.  And  when,  above 
all,  your  Lordships  consider  the  length  and 
the  difficulties  of  the  voyage  to  Australia, 
as  compared  with  the  passage  to  North 


America,  the  result  becomes  still  more 
striking.  But,  great  as  this  progress  has 
been,  I  am  far  from  saying  it  is  not  the 
duty  of  Parliament,  and  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  use  all  such  means  as  are  in  their 
power  for  giving  a  still  increased  impe- 
tus to  this  system  of  emigration;  and  I 
wish  to  show  your  Lordships  that  this  has 
not  been  overlooked.  In  1845,  for  want 
of  funds,  emigration  to  Australia  was  very 
nearly  suspended.  But  in  1846,  the  rev- 
enues of  South  Australia  were  again  in  a 
condition  to  allow  of  emigration  to  be  re- 
newed; and  in  that  year  about  2,000  per- 
sons were  sent  to  that  colony.  Since 
then,  the  stream  of  emigration  to  South 
Australia  has  steadily  and  constantly  been 
flowing.  Last  year,  the  Governor  of  New 
South  Wales  reported  that  the  debt  which 
had  b^en  incurred  for  previous  emigration, 
and  charged  upon  the  Grown  revenues, 
was  nearly  paid  off;  and  he  believed  that 
he  might  safely  venture  to  recommend  the 
resumption  of  emigration  to  that  colony 
also.  I  had  full  confidence  in  the  reasons 
assigned  by  Sir  Charles  Fitzroy  in  support 
of  that  opinion,  and  I  accordingly  directed 
the  Land  and  Emigration  Commissioners 
immediately  to  resume  sending  emigrants 
to  New  South  Wales;  and  towards  the 
close  of  last  year,  the  first  ships  of  the 
renewed  emigration  to  New  South  Wales 
were  despatched.  The  first  ship  sailed 
about  the  month  of  October  or  November 
last.  Since  then  successive  accounts  from 
New  South  Wales  have  arrived,  showing 
that  the  funds  applicable  for  this  purpose 
have  more  than  kept  pace  with  the  expec- 
tations entertained  respecting  them;  and 
accordingly  1  have  given  directions,  from 
time  to  time,  to  the  Land  and  Emigration 
Commissioners,  to  accelerate  the  rate  at 
which  ships  were  despatched,  and  in  pur- 
suance of  those  directions  the  number  of 
emigrants  has  been  rapidly  increasing  in 
amount.  By  a  return  which  I  hold  in  my 
hand,  of  the  operations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners in  each  month  (with  the  details  of 
which  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships)  it 
appears,  that  in  the  present  year  there 
have  already  sailed  to  New  South  Wales 
twenty-three  emigrant  ships,  carrying 
5,323  emigrants;  and  that  there  have 
sailed  eleven  emigrant  ships  to  South  Aus- 
tralia, carrying  2,736  emigrants,  making 
a  total  of  8,059  persons  sent  out  this  year. 
For  the  remainder  of  this  year,  ships  are 
to  be  despatched  at  the  increased  rate  of 
six  in  every  month  to  South  Wales,  and  a 
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proportionate  number  to  South  Australia; 
and  it  is  calculated  that  the  number  that 
will  be  sent  out  from  this  time  to  the  close 
of  the  present  year  will  be  forty  ships  car- 
rying 10,000  persons.  So  that  since  the 
close  of  the  year  1847,  by  the  measures 
that  are  now  actually  in  progress,  there 
will  be  added  in  the  course  of  the  present 
year,  to  the  population  of  these  two  colo- 
nies, of  New  South  Wales  and  South 
Australia,  not  less  than  18,059  persons, 
which  will  be  an  increase  of  between  8  and 
9  per  cent  upon  their  whole  previous  popu- 
lation. In  South  Australia,  the  popula- 
tion at  the  commencement  of  1846,  was 
22,390.  There  have  since  been  already 
despatched  to  that  colony  by  the  Land  and 
Emigration  Commissioners,  nearly  8,000 
emigrants,  or  more  than  one-third  of  the 
then  existing  population.  In  New  South 
Wales,  according  to  a  report  dated  Sep- 
tember 1847,  of  a  Committee  of  the  Le- 
gislative Council,  the  number  of  hired  ser- 
vants throughout  the  colony  did  not  ex- 
ceed 30,000;  but  the  number  pf  emigrants 
to  be  despatched  in  1848  will  be  nearly 
13,000. 

So  much  as  to  the  extent  to  which  emi- 
gration has  been  carried  on.  I  now  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to 
the  manner  in  which  this  service  has  been 
performed  by  the  Land  and  Emigration 
Commissioners,  and  to  the  satisfactory  re- 
sults which  have  been  obtained  by  the  zeal 
and  ability  they  have  shown  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  arduous  duties.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  paper,  being  an  inclosure  in  a 
recent  despatch  received  from  the  Gover- 
nor of  South  Australia.  It  is  a  report  of 
the  Colonial  Secretary  in  South  Australia 
to  the  Governor  of  that  colony,  with  respect 
to  the  condition  of  the  emigrants.  The 
Secretary  says — 

"  The  healthy  condition  in  ^hich  the  immigrants 
were  landed  from  the  8e?eral  vessels  which  have 
arrived  in  this  colony,  during  the  past  quarter, 
and  the  total  absence  of  any  complaints,  either 
from  the  passengers,  or  on  the  part  of  those 
under  whose  direction  they  were  placed  during 
the  voyage,  are  fiicts  which  of  themselves  speak 
most  favourably  for  the  arrangements  made  in 
England,  in  connexion  with  this  service.  The 
emigrants  were  generally  well  selected,  and  suited 
to  the  wants  of  this  country.  T^e  superintendents 
appear,  without  exception,  faithfully  to  have  dis- 
charged the  duties  entrusted  to  them ;  and  al- 
though some  few  alterations  in  the  minor  details 
of  the  arrangements  have  been  recommended  by 
them  in  their  daily  journals,  still  the  circumstan- 
ces abovementioned,  concurring  as  they  do  to 
show  the  efficiency  of  the  measures  adopted  to 
promote  the  varied  interests  at  stake,  cannot  but 


be  satis&ctory  to  the  Commissioners,  on  whom  so 
much  responsibility  is  devolved.  The  vessels  em- 
ployed in  the  emigration  service  make  quicker 
passages  than  those  engaged  only  in  the  convey- 
ance of  merchandise." 

I  should  explain,  that  these  quick  pas- 
sages are  accounted  for,  by  the  fact,  that 
none  but  first-class  vessels  are  taken  up 
for  this  service;  and  that  from  the  number 
of  emigrants  on  board,  the'  captains  are 
enabled  to  carry  on  sail  in  doubtful  wea- 
ther much  longer  than  merchant  vessels, 
because  by  the  assistance  of  the  emigrants 
they  can  reduce  sail  when  bad  weather  is 
coming  on,  more  rapidly  than  ships  which 
cannot  command  equal  strength.  The 
report  then  goes  on  to  say,  that — 

"  Of  those  vessels  which  arrived  in  the  colony 
during  the  last  three  months,  the  longest  on  the 
voyage  was  106,  the  shortest  89  days,  making  an 
average  in  the  whole  of  94^  days.  It  may  not  be 
foreign  to  the  present  report  here  to  remark,  that 
the  young  unmarried  females  who  immigrate  to 
this  colony,  without  friends  or  relations  on  board, 
are,  on  their  arrival  here,  at  once  removed  from 
on  board  the  vessels  in  which  they  were  brought, 
to  a  house  in  Adelaide,  where  every  necessary 
comfort  is  in  readiness  for  their  reception.  They 
are  placed  under  the  immediate  control  of  a  ma- 
tron, and  a  committee  of  ladies  have  benevolently 
undertaken  to  assist  them  in  finding  suitable  em- 
ployment."* 

I  will  now  proceed  to  state  to  your 
Lordships  some  of  the  measures  which  have 
been  adopted  for  increasing  and  extending 
emigration  to  these  colonies.  In  the  first 
place,  I  must  remark,  that  the  expense 
must  be  mainly  provided  for  by  the  colo- 
nies themselves.  The  voyage  is  so  much 
'  longer  and  so  much  more  expensive  than 
the  voyage  to  America,  that  unless  the 
colonies  should  pay  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  expense,  the  emigrants  would  in  nearly 
all  cases  prefer  going  to  America;  either  to 
our  own  colonies  there,  or  to  the  United 
States.  But  a  considerable  proportion  of 
the  expense  is  actually  paid  from  private 
sources  in  this  country.  For  so  long  a 
voyage,  being  about  three  months  to  South 
Australia,  and  somewhat  more  to  New 
South  Wales,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for 
emigrants  to  have  what  may  be  consi- 
dered a  very  expensive  outfit,  more  es- 
pecially as  they  require  clothes  suitable 
both  for  cold  and  very  hot  weather,  as  they 
are  necessarily  exposed  to  great  vicissi- 
tudes of  climate,  at  whatever  time  of  the 
year  they  may  go.  This  necessary  outfit 
is  an  expense  of  importance  to  a  labouring 

•  Vide  Parliamentary  Paper,  August,  1848, 
Emigration  to  the  Australian  Colonies,  p.  78. 
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man,  and  is  calculated,  with  the  expense 
of  going  to  the  port  of  embarkation  and 
other  charges,  altogether  to  cost  the  emi- 
grant somewhere  about  51. ;  certainly  not 
a  less  sum ;  and  I  believe  this  amount 
rather  exceeds  that  for  which  emigrants 
can  obtain  their  passage  to  America.  Of 
course,  therefore,  if  a  much  greater  sum 
than  this  were  demanded  of  them,  the  cur- 
rent of  emigration  would  be  diverted  from 
Australia,  and  directed  towards  America. 
The  instructions  which  I  have  given  to  the 
Land  and  Emigration  Commissioners  on 
this  head  are  these : — that  they  are  to 
consider  themselves  in  the  light  of  trustees 
for  the  colonies  ;  and  that  their  object 
should  be  to  make  the  money  raised  by  the 
sale  of  land,  and  applicable  to  emigration, 
productive  of  the  largest  amount  of  benefit 
it  is  possible  to  render  to  the  colonies.  In 
consequence  of  this  view  of  their  duty, 
they  are  instructed  to  watch  carefully  the 
demands  for  passages  to  Australia,  and, 
whenever  they  find  they  can  do  so  with 
advantage,  they  are  to  raise  the  amount 
which  is  to  be  contributed  by  individuals 
themselves.  But  the  demand  for  pas- 
sages from  the  class  of  individuals  most 
suited  to  the  wants  of  the  colonies  varies 
very  much.  Only  about  a  year  ago,  up 
to  the  last  harvest,  before  employment  on 
railways  had  been  checked  in  this  country, 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  obtaining  the 
full  number  of  properly .  qualified  emi- 
grants, in  the  proper  proportions,  from  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  united  kingdom,  for 
Australia.  But  now,  on  the  contrary,  from 
the  unfortunate  depression  of  trade,  and 
the  diminution  of  employment,  there  is  a 
gre^t  demand  for  passages  to  Australia. 
In  consequence  of  this  demand,  the  agents 
of  the  Land  and  Emigration  Commission- 
ers have  thought  they  might  venture,  as 
an  experiment  (though  with  some  doubt  as 
to  whether  it  will  succeed),  to  require  an 
additional  pound  to  be  contributed  by  the 
emigrants  themselves  towards  the  cost  of 
their  passage;  thus  making,  to  that  extent, 
the  amount  available  from  the  colonies 
sufficient  for  carrying  out  a  larger  number 
of  emigrants. 

In  some  cases,  larger  contributions  are 
raised  from  individuals,  owing  to  peculiar 
circumstances,  when,  for  instance,  a  person 
applies  for  a  passage  who  is  not  strictly 
qualified  to  be  an  emigrant,  according  to 
the  rules,  as  not  being  of  the  class  best 
adapted  to  the  wants  of  the  colonies,  the 
Commissioners  have  been  directed,  in  con- 


sideration of  iiQ  additional  payihent,  from 
some  other  source  than  the  funds  at  their 
disposal,  to  accept  an  emigrant  who  would 
not  otherwise  have  been  taken.     I  may 
mention  to  your  Lordships  a  recent  in* 
stance — an    instance,    indeed,    which    is 
stated  in  the   papers  that   I   have  just 
laid  upon  the  table.     In  consequence  of 
the  late  revolution  in  France,  a  large  num- 
ber of  English  workmen,  as  your  Lordships 
are  aware,  were  compelled  to  leave  that 
country.     Those  were  persons  principally 
engaged  in  manufactures,  and  were  not 
used  to  agricultural  labour.     They  were, 
therefore,  not  considered  the  most  eligible 
class  for  emigration.     But  it  being  doubt- 
ful whether  they  would  be  able  to  obtain 
employment  at  home,  and  as  they  were 
anxious  to  proceed  to  the  colonies,  I  was 
willing  to  aflbrd  them  every  facility  for 
doing    so.      After  consulting  with  Lord 
Ashley  on  the  subject,  who  greatly  inter- 
ested himself  in  this  matter,  as  in  every 
other  plan  of  benevolence,  it  was  at  last 
arranged,  that  by  private  subscription  a 
sum  equal  to  42.  a  head  should  be  contri- 
buted towards  the  expense  of  the  adults, 
and  the  sum  of  21,  for  each  child;   and 
upon  that  condition  they  were  sent  out  to 
the   colonies.     I   have  reason  to  believe 
they  will  prove  a  most  valuable  class  of 
emigrants.     There  was  no  mode  in  which 
the  same  amount  of  private  subscriptions 
could  have  been  applied  so  as  to  give  the 
same  extent  of  relief  to  the  individuals; 
whilst,  on  the  other  hand,   the   colonies 
have  received,  at  a  considerable  reduction 
of  the  ordinary  cost  to  them,  a  number  of 
persons  who,  though  not  used  to  agricul- 
ture, will  be  an  industrious  and  active  body 
of  inhabitants.     Other  arrangements,  of  a 
similar  description,  have  been  made,  with 
which  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships, 
as  they  will  be  found  fully  detailed  in  the 
papers.    But  I  will  call  your  Lordships'  at- 
tention to  another  measure  which  has  been 
adopted,  and  from  which  I  feel  inclined  to 
expect  very  valuable  results.  Those  who  have 
attended  to  the  subject  of  emigration,  may 
be  aware  that  emigration  to  a  very  great 
extent   takes    place   to  Canada  and  the 
United  States,  more  especially  from  Ire- 
land, a  large  portion  of  which  is  provided 
for  by  means  of  funds  remitted  from  Ame- 
rica to  their  friends  in  this  country  and 
in  Ireland,  by  those  who  have  gone  out  be- 
fore.    It  is  very  frequently  arranged,  that 
one  or  two  individuals  of  a  family  should 
go  out,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the  United 
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States  or  to  Canada,  and  that  having  saved 
some  money  there,  they  should  remit  it 
home  for  the  purpose  of  affording  their  re- 
lations whom  they  have  left  hehind,  the 
means  of  joining  them  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic. 

This  is  an  emigration  of  the  very  hest 
description,   hecause  the   emigrants    find 
their  own  friends  upon  their  arrival,  who 
are  ready  to  direct  their  energies,  and  the 
recollection  of  whose  kindness,   and   the 
goodness  of  whose  example,  at  once  stimu- 
late them  to  industry,  that  they  may  repay 
the   money  thus  advanced,    and  be  able, 
in  their   turn,    to  give  assistance   to   the 
friends  and  relations  whom  they  have  left 
behind.  Now,  from  Canada  and  the  United 
States,  there  exist  great  facilities  for  mak- 
ing these    remittances,    through    private 
channels ;    hut    from   Australia    no   such 
facilities  exist.      I   have   accordingly  en- 
tered into  an  arrangement  with  the  Trea- 
sury for  the  purpose   of   affording   these 
facilities;    and,   by  that   arrangement,    it 
will  now  be  in  the  power  of  any  settler 
in  Australia,  by  paying  money,  through 
agents,  who  are  to  be  appointed  for  that 
purpose  in  the  different  districts,  to  the 
commissariat    officer    in    the    colony,    to 
have  it  remitted  to  this  country,  and  ap- 
plied by  the  Land  and  Emigration  Com- 
missioners, in  sending  out  any  person  or 
persons  in  whose  favour  the  money  may 
have  been  deposited,  and  the  remittance 
made.      I   anticipate   from   this   arrange- 
ment the  most  satisfactory  results,  because 
wages   in   Australia   being    much   higher 
than   in   Canada,   continuing  during   the 
whole  year,  without  the  drawback  of  a 
long  winter  of  almost  arctic  severity,  when 
labour  is  to  a  great  degree  suspended,  the 
means  of  accumulation  are  much  greater 
in  the  former  than  in  the  latter.     Hence, 
considering  how  large  a  sum  is  annually 
remitted  from  America,  I  indulge  the  hope 
that  these  facilities  will  soon  be  made  use 
of  to  a  large  extent.     I  am  even  willing 
to  believe  that  parties  of  working  men  in 
this  country  will  club  together,  to  enable 
one  or  two  of  their  number  to  emigrate,  in 
the  first  instance,  under  an  agreement  that 
those  who  do  should  afterwards  remit  back 
money  to  assist   their  friends   in  joining 
them.     Such,  my  Lords,  is  the  general 
statement  I  am  able  to  make  of  what  has 
been  done,  and  of  the  measures  which  are 
in  progress  to  stimulate  and  promote  emi- 
gration to  the  Australian  colonies.     I  will 
not  at  present  trouble  your  Lordships  with 


further  details;  nor  will  I  do  more  than 
merely  advert  to  the  promising  field  for 
emigration  which  is  offered  by  New  Zea- 
land and  the  Cape;  because,  with  respect 
to  those  two  colonies,  nothing  of  sufficient 
importance  to  be  detailed  to  your  Lord- 
ships has  of  late  been  effected.  I  will, 
therefore,  only  say  that  in  these  colonies 
there  does,  in  my  opinion,  exist  a  most 
valuable  field  for  emigration;  and  from  the 
measures  that  are  now  in  progress,  or  in 
contemplation,  I  have  the  most  sanguine 
hopes  that  both  to  New  Zealand  and  to  the 
Cape  a  very  large  number  of  emigrants  will 
ultimately  proceed. 

Upon  the  whole  subject,  I  will  in  con- 
clusion observe,  that  what  has  been  done 
may,  no  doubt,  fall  very  short  of  the  san- 
guine expectations  of  many  persons  as  to 
wbat  is  to  be  attained  by  emigration;  at 
the  same  time  I  think  the  measures  I  have 
mentioned,  and  their  results,  are  of  very 
considerable  importance.  The  amount  of 
expenditure  incurred  is  already  very  large. 
In  the  present  year  18,000  persons,  at  an 
expense  considerably  exceeding  a  quarter 
of  a  million  sterling,  will  be  sent  to  New 
South  Wales  and  South  Australia.  The 
effect  of  this  large  emigration  one  year 
will  be  to  make  a  still  larger  emigration  in 
the  following  years;  because  nothing  is 
more  clearly  ascertained  than  that  those 
who  go  out  as  labourers  to  these  thriving 
colonies,  in  the  course  of  a  very  short 
time,  become  themselves  employers  of  la- 
bour and  purchasers  of  land,  thus  adding 
both  to  the  funds  available  for  carrying  on 
emigration,  and  also  to  the  means  of  giving 
employment  to  future  emigrants. 

I  confine  these  observations  to  the  Aus- 
tralian colonies,  hecause  the  papers  which 
I  have  now  to  lay  upon  the  table  chiefly 
refer  to  those  colonies,  and  also,  hecause 
emigration  to  our  American  colonies  must 
be  considered,  in  many  respects,  in  a  dif- 
ferent light,  so  that  very  different  measures 
are  applicable  to  them.  Emigration  to 
North  America  is,  I  am  aware,  in  some 
respects,  more  important  than  emigration 
to  Australia;  much  more  so  as  affording 
relief,  by  effecting  a  diminution  of  the  po- 
pulation in  those  parts  of  the  united  king- 
dom where  there  exists  a  local  excess.  In 
that  respect,  undoubtedly.  North  American 
emigration  affords  far  more  valuable  re- 
sources than  emigration  to  Australia.  But 
feeling  that  I  could  not  now,  with  advan- 
tage, enter  upon  the  discussion  of  so  large 
a  subject,  I  will,  for  the  present,  content 
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myself  with  assuring  your  Lordsbips  tbat, 
with  regard  to  North  America,  the  conti- 
nued and  anxious  attention,  both  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  of  the  pro- 
vincial authorities,  is  directed  towards  de- 
vising the  means  which  can  be  adopted 
with  most  success,  in  order  to  promote 
emigration  to  that  quarter,  and  to  facilitate 
the  settlement  of  the  wide  regions  of  fertile 
land  which  the  British  empire  possesses  in 
that  part  of  the  world. 

I  am  certainly  sanguine  in  the  expecta- 
tion that  hereafter  it  will  be  in  my  power 
to  show  your  Lordships  what  practical 
measures  have  been  adopted  to  promote 
those  objects.  For  the  present,  hewever, 
I  confine  my  observations  to  Australia.  I 
have  now  to  lay  before  your  Lordships 
these  papers;  and  the  extreme  interest  of 
the  subject,  not  only  to  this  country,  but 
to  the  colonies  in  general,  and  particularly 
to  the  Australian  colonies,  which  at  this 
moment  are  making  such  rapid  progress, 
must  be  my  excuse  for  having  so  long  oc- 
cupied the  attention  of  your  Lordships. 
Before  I  sit  down,  however,  I  must  sup- 
ply an  omission,  which,  I  perceive,  I  have 
made,  by  stating  (as  I  had  intended  to 
have  done  an  earlier  period)  one  fact,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  of  great  interest,  which  I 
have  learned  only  within  the  last  few  days, 
from  a  document  which  did  not  arrive  in 
time  to  be  included  among  the  papers  I 
am  about  to  present — a  fact,  which  seems 
to  me  almost  more  striking  than  anything 
1  have  yet  mentioned,  as  showing  the  rapid 
progress  of  these  colonies.  I  hold  in  my 
nand  a  copy  of  the  speech  of  Sir  Charles 
Fitzroy,  addressed  to  the  Legisktive  Coun- 
cil of  New  South  Wales,  at  the  opening  of 
the  session  on  the  24th  of  March  in  the 
present  year.  In  this  speech  there  is  the 
following  statement,  with  reference  to  the 
increased  production  of  wool  in  New  South 
Wales.     He  says — 

"  It  is  consolatory  to  reflect  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  commercial  depression  which  prevails  to 
so  great  an  extent  in  the  mother  country,  and  the 
consequent  low  prices  of  colonial  produce  in  that 
market,  the  chief  resources  of  this  colony  have 
continue  to  increase  in  a  manner  alike  rapid  and 
surprising.  The  exports  of  wool — its  main  staple 
— reached  in  the  past  year  the  large  quantity  of 
upwards  of  22,000,0001b.,  of  the  official  value  of 
1,960,000^,  being  an  increase  on  the  previous 
year  exceeding  6,700,0001b.  in  weight,  or  equal 
to  the  whole  export  of  that  article  in  the  year 
1838." 

I  think  this  is  indeed  a  remarkable  in- 
crease in  one  year;  the  mere  increase  in 
the  export  of  wool  in  1847,  as  compared 
to  1846,  being  equal  to  the  total  export  in 


1838,  or  only  nine  years  before.     Sir  C. 
Fitzroy  goes  on  to  say — 

"  The  export  of  tallow  in  1847  was  69,000  cwt., 
of  the  official  value  of  107,000/.,  being  an  increase 
on  the  previous  year  of  49,000  cwt. 

This  also  is  another  striking  proof  of 
the  rapid  increase  which  these  colonies 
have  been  making  in  all  that  concerns 
their  industrial  and  commercial  interests; 
and  the  statement  I  have  just  read  is  well 
worthy  your  Lordships'  earnest  attention. 
With  these  observations  I  beg  to  lay  the 
papers  on  your  Lordships*  table. 

Lord  MONTE  AGLE  said,  that  while  he 
had  heard  from  his  noble  Friend  somewhat 
that  was  consolatory,  as  affirming  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  emigration  should  be  con- 
ducted, principles  which  he  (Lord  Mont- 
eagle)  had  long  advocated,  he  must  confess 
that  he  had  also  heard  with  a  disappoint- 
ment, or  he  might  even  say  with  a  dismay 
difficult  for  him  to  describe,  the  small  pro- 
mises, or  rather  the  no  promises  at  all, 
held  out  by  his  noble  Friend  with  respect 
to  the  mode  and  extent  to  which  he  pro- 
posed to  apply  those  principles.  He  also 
deeply  regretted  the  very  narrow  conception 
which  his  noble  Friend  entertained  of  the 
duties  attached  to  the  office  which  he  him- 
self filled,  and  to  the  department  over  which 
he  presided.  He  was  persuaded  that  the 
word  **  dismay"  was  not  too  strong  for  the 
occasion,  and  that  his  feelings  would  be 
participated  in  by  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  who  had  turned 
their  attention  to  this  subject.  The  ques- 
tion of  emigration  was  now  better  under- 
stood, and  was  therefore  more  justly  ap- 
preciated. The  pressing  necessity  of  the 
case  could  no  longer  be  disguised  from  the 
public,  but  had  become  apparent  to  all — 
not  only  to  the  higher  classes,  who  viewed 
it  as  a  matter  of  political  and  philosophi- 
cal interest,  but  to  the  lower  classes,  who 
had  begun  to  feel  how  closely  it  was  united 
to  their  material  interests,  and  indeed  he 
might  say  with  their  very  existence.  It 
had  become  of  late  too  much  the  fashion  of 
some  reasoners  to  treat  our  colonial  inter- 
ests as  a  mere  question  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence.  Into  this  mistake,  however, 
his  noble  Friend  was  too  well  informed  to 
fall.  Yet,  even  if  colonial  policy  were  to 
be  discussed  on  this  narrower  ground,  it 
could  easily  be  demonstrated  how  essential 
were  our  colonies  to  our  national  greatness. 
The  following  account  would  exhibit  the 
rapid  progress  made  by  the  colonial  posses- 
sions of  the  Crown,  even  within  the  last 
five  years : — 
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COLONIAL  PROGRESS  FROM  184^  TO  1847. 


Population. 

Imports  into  U.  K. 
Official  Value. 

Declared  value  of 
Exports  from  U.  K. 

Shipping  Inwards 
and  Outwards. 

Colonies. 

1842. 

1847. 

1842. 

1847. 

1842. 

1847. 

1842. 

1847. 

N.  America  . 
W.  Indies      • 
Other  Colonies 

1,621,000 

901,000 

2,152,000 

1,993,000 

926,000 

2,670,000 

£ 

1,391,000 

6,015,000 
3,087.000 

£ 

2,188,000 

6,428,000 
13,077,000 

£ 

2,280,000 

2,591,000 
3,198,000 

£ 

3,490,000 
2,789,000 
9,984,000 

Tons. 
••• 

Tons. 

•*• 

••• 

Total   .    •     . 

4,674,000 

5,490,000 

10,495,000 

21,694,009 

8,070,000 

16,263,000 

1.771.000 

2,990,000 

Nora. — The  totaU  include  the  broken  sums  omitted  in  the  detached  aooount. 


These  facts  had  been  pressed  upon  his 
consideration  by  the  functions  he  had  been 
called  on  to  perform  as  Chairman  of  one  of 
their  Lordships'  Committees.  He  had  de- 
voted his  best  attention  daring  the  last 
two  years  to  the  Committee  on  Emigration 
which  their  Lordships  had  been  pleased  to 
appoint.  Of  the  report  of  that  Committee 
he  regarded  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend 
as  being  in  some  degree,  and  in  some- 
what an  unusual  manner,  an  attempted 
anticipation.  He  considered,  therefore, 
that  his  noble  Friend,  by  the  course  he  had 
taken,  had  compelled  him  to  enter  into  the 
question  more  fully  than  he  would  other- 
wise have  done.  It  was  right  that  the 
public  should  know  that  there  were  at  least 
some  persons  who  believed  that  there  ex- 
isted means  of  doing  more  than  those  no- 
things which  his  noble  Friend  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary  had  announced  as  the  scope 
and  end  of  his  policy.  Great  as  would 
have  been  his  regret  at  so  miserable  an 
announcement  if  coming  from  any  ordi- 
nary statesman,  his  disappointment  was 
greater  still  when  these  shortcomings  were 
attributable  to  his  noble  Friend.  He  had 
thought  that  his  noble  Friend  would  have 
been  the  very  last  man  to  have  discusssed 
the  question  of  emigration  as  one  which 
only  involved  the  case  of  a  few  vessels 
freighted  with  emigrants,  instead  of  treat- 
ing it  as  a  great  and  comprehensive  mea- 
sure alike  essential  to  colonial  interests, 
and  to  the  prosperity  of  the  mother  coun- 
try. If  ever  there  was  an  individual  who 
might  have  been  considered  as  pledged 
to  take  up  the  question  of  colonisation 
on  a  large  and  comprehensive  scale,  •  the 
noble  Lord  was  assuredly  that  indi- 
vidual.     He  could   not  forget  that  this 


question  was  the  very  first  that  had 
been  taken  up  by  his  noble  Friend  on 
entering  into  official  life  under  the  Ad* 
ministration  of  his  noble  Father.  When 
the  Commission  over  which  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  presided  was  appointed,  in 
1831,  his  noble  Friend  recommended  the 
question  of  emigration  to  the  consider- 
ation of  Parliament,  not  as  the  small  and 
miserable  scheme  which  now  seemed  to 
satisfy  his  desires,  but  as  a  large  and  com- 
prehensive measure;  and  in  order  to  show 
the  views  which  the  noble  Lord  then  enter- 
tained on  the  subject,  more  especially  in 
its  application  to  Ireland,  he  would  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  an  extract  from  the 
speech  he  delivered  on  that  occasion : — 

"  Before  any  measure  could  be  introduced  fo^ 
the  permanent  relief  of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  it  would 
be  absolutely  necessary  to  relieve  that  country 
from  its  superabundance  of  population.  The  trans- 
fer of  a  part  of  our  superabundant  labourers  to  the 
colonies  would  be  equally  beneficial  to  all  parties — 
to  the  labourers,  by  diminishing  the  overwhelming 
competition  under  which  thoy  now  suffer ;  to  the 
settler,  by  aflfbrding  him  the  means  of  cultivating 
his  land ;  and  both  to  this  country  and  the  colony, 
by  relieving  much  of  the  distress  now  existing  in 
the  former,  and  by  adding  to  the  productive  in- 
dustry of  the  latter." 

His  noble  Friend  had  not  been  as  timid 
and  limited  in  his  views  in  former,  he  might 
say  in  better,  times,  as  he  now  unfortu- 
nately appeared  to  be.  On  the  contrary, 
he  was  then  as  full  of  hope,  as  of  energy^ 
He  did  not  shrink  from  assuring  Parlia- 
ment that — 

*'  In  the  United  States,  Canada,  and  Australia, 
there  were  large  tracts  of  land  available  which  en- 
abled the  labourer  emigrating  to  them,  for  a  pay- 
ment next  to  nothing,  to  obtain  the  means  of 
earning  a  subsistence,  while  in  this  country  the 
labourer  possessed  no  such  facilities*" 
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Such  were  bis  noble  Friend's  opinions  in 
1845,  confirming  those  he  expressed  in 
1831;  and  in  the  debute  on  Mr.  C.  Bui- 
ler's  Motion  he  went  on  to  state — 

*'  His  opinion  was  strongly  fixed  that  we  were, 
it  was  true,  on  the  right  road,  but  that  we  had  not 
made  all  the  progress  that  was  desirable.  He 
thought  it  of  the  greatest  importance  that  emi- 
gration should  be  encouraged  to  a  much  greater 
extent  than  at  present,  and  he  believed  it  was  in 
the  power  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  take 
measures  that  would  give  much  greater  extension 
to  the  system  than  it  now  possessed." 

He  would  ask  their  Lordships,  was  there 
in  the  scheme  now  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend  any  thing  like  an  approach  to  the 
systematic  and  enlarged  plan  of  emigration 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  there  foresha- 
dowed ?  But  though  nothing  effectual  had 
been  done,  or  had  even  been  attempted, 
the  noble  Lord,  even  amidst  the  suffer- 
ings attendant  on  last  year's  emigration, 
h<^  still  repeated  his  belief  in  the  true 
faith,  which  he  seemed  disposed  this  night 
to  forswear.  In  his  despatch  of  the  29th 
January,  he  informs  the  Governor  of  Ca- 
nada, Lord  Elgin — 

"  I  will  not  abandon  the  hope  that  hereafter  the 
practical  difficulties  which  stand  in  the  way  may  be 
overcome,  and  means  may  be  discovered  for  accom- 
plishing that  more  systematic  colonisation  of  the 
still  unoccupied  territory  of  British  North  Ame- 
rica, by  which  I  am  persuaded  that  the  welfare  of 
•migrants  would  be  best  assured,  and  the  prosper- 
ity of  these  fine  colonies  would  be  carried  to  a  £ur 
higher  point  than  it  can  otherwise  attain." 

But  it  is  not  merely  by  speeches  and  de- 
spatches that  my  noble  Friend  has  com- 
mitted himself  on  this  subject.  He  has 
given  still  stronger  pledges — ^pledges  from 
which,  even  with  all  his  intrepidity,  he 
cannot  extricate  himself.  His  noble  Friend 
could  not  deny  the  engagements  he  had 
entered  into,  in  the  name  of  his  Sovereign, 
and  had  entered  into  in  the  Queen's  name 
with  Parliament  itself.  Perhaps  his  de- 
fence might  be  an  admission  of  the  incom- 
petency of  the  Colonial  Office  to  perform 
those  engagements.  For  this  argument, 
he  could  not  deny  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  laid  some  ground.  If  this  were  so,  the 
engagement  should  not  have  been  made. 
He  recollected  well  an  important  debate 
in  the  year  1845,  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  in  the  course  of  which  his 
noble  Friend  began  his  speech  by  stating 
that— 

"  Prom  some  experience  which  he  had  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  impossible  for  any  man,  let  his  talents 
be  what  they  might,  to  administer  the  British  co- 
lonies efficiently,  scattered  as  they  were  over  every 
part  of  the  world." 


Will  a  renewal  of  these  statements  be  his 
noble  Friend's  justification,  and  will  he 
appeal  to  his  own  experience  and  example 
as  Secretary  of  State,  to  confirm  the  evi^ 
dence  he  gave  as  a  Member  of  the  Opposi* 
tion  ?  But  he  would  now  proceed  to  sub- 
stantiate the  serious  charge  which  he  deli- 
berately made  against  his  noble  Friend — ^ 
a  charge  no  less  than  that  of  having  left 
unfulfilled  the  engagement  entered  into 
with  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  last 
Session.  On  the  1st  of  June,  1847,  as 
he  perceived  from  the  Votes  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty 
was  unanimously  adopted — 

**  Praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  take  into  Her 
most  gracious  consideration  the  means  by  which 
colonisation  may  be  made  subsidiary  to  other  mea- 
sures for  the  improvement  of  the  social  condition 
of  Ireland ;  and  by  which,  consistently  with  full 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  colonies  themselves, 
the  comfort  and  prosperity  of  those  who  emigrate 
may  be  effectually  promoted." 

On  that  occasion  it  had  been  distinctly  pro- 
mised, on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that 
a  special  inquiry  should  take  place,  not  into 
the  expediency  of  colonisation — for  that  was 
conceded — but  upon  the  means  of  carry- 
ing colonisation  into  effect.  All  that  was 
then  at  issue  was  whether  such  inquiry 
was  to  be  carried  on  through  the  agency 
of  a  Parliamentary  Commission.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's reply  to  that  address  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  I  have  taken  into  my  consideration  the  Ad- 
dress of  my  faithful  Commons.  I  am  deeply  sen- 
sible of  the  advantage  which  may  be  derived  from 
the  adoption  of  further  measures  for  the  promo- 
tion of  colonisation,  and  I  will  direct  such  inqui- 
ries to  be  made  as  may  enable  Parliament  to  adopt 
a  course  free  from  those  evils  which  any  precipi- 
tate legislation  on  this  subject  might  oause  both 
to  the  emigrants  and  to  the  colonies." 

Such  was  the  engagement  solemnly  entered 
into  by  the  Government  and  the  Crown 
with  the  House  of  Commons;  and  he  would 
now  ask  his  noble  Friend  whether  any  one 
step  had  been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  pursuance  of  the  pro- 
mise there  given  ?  What  **  inquiries"  had 
been  made  to  guide  Parliament  in  consi- 
dering "  those  further  measures  of  colo- 
nisation" of  the  advantages  of  which  Her 
Majesty  declared  herself ''deeply  sensible?" 
No  such  inquiries  appear  to  have  been  made 
to  any  one  governor — at  least  he  could  not 
trace  them  in  the  papers  on  the  table.  If 
his  noble  Friend  could  contradict  him,  he 
would  then  ask  him  why  did  he  not  produce 
his  despatches  ?  If  the  noble  Earl  had  any 
despatches  on  this  subject  to  produce,  he 
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ought  to  have  laid  them  before  the  House 
— but  he  had  not  done  so.  He  had  either 
withheld  information  which  ParUament  had 
a  right  to  have  laid  before  them,  or  his 
compact  with  the  House  of  Commons  was 
broken.  Until  that  information  were  given, 
he  (Lord  Monteagle)  had  a  right  to  saj, 
and  he  now,  therefore,  asserted,  in  his 
place  in  Parliament,  that  the  Government 
had  entered  into  an  engagement,  ratified 
by  the  reply  of  Her  Majesty,  pledging  the 
word  of  the  Sovereign  that  a  special  in- 
quiry should  be  made  for  the  purpose  of 
procuring  information,  and  yet,  that  so  far 
as  Parliament  was  informed,  no  inquiry 
whatever  had  been  made  in  pursuance  of 
that  promise.  Or,  if  the  noble  Lord  pre- 
ferred the  other  alternative,  and  if  the  pro- 
mised inquiries  had  been  made,  he  (Lord 
Monteagle)  called  on  the  Minister  who  had 
engaged  to  procure  this  information  for 
Parliament,  to  justify  himself  for  having 
withheld  all  information  on  the  subject  up 
to  the  present  hour.  This  was  a  serious 
charge,  and  ought  to  be  seriously  met. 
The  conduct  of  the  Colonial  Office  on  this 
subject,  he  confessed,  created  great  mis- 
trust in  his  mind,  because  it  showed  that 
speeches  might  be  made  and  Motions  might 
be  acquiesced  in  for  the  purpose  of  escaping 
an  inconvenient  discussion,  and  averting  an 
impending  defeat — but  with  an  intention  of 
escaping  from  those  obligations  which  ought 
to  have  imposed  a  sense  of  the  promise 
made  on  a  well-regulated  mind  impressed 
with  a  due  feeling  of  moral  and  political 
responsibility.  His  noble  Friend  had  sedu- 
lously, and  for  his  purposes  prudently  too, 
abstained  from  alluding  to  the  question  of 
emigration  to  the  North  American  colonies. 
If  their  Lordships  inferred  from  that  silence 
that  nothing  had  been  done  with  regard  to 
emigration  to  these  colonies,  they  would  be 
greatly  in  error.  Something  had  been  done 
iu  that  matter;  but  most  unfortunately  that 
something  was  only  calculated  to  obstruct 
and  to  check  emigration  to  British  North 
America.  This  had  been  done,  too,  at  the 
suggestion  of  his  noble  Friend  himself, 
to  the  deep  disappointment  of  those  who 
had  interested  themselves  on  the  subject. 
The  present  Secretary  of  State  him- 
self had  done  much  to  discourage  emi- 
gration to  a  British  colony;  he  had  done 
nothing  whatever  to  promote  it.  It  was 
unfortunately  too  notorious  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  famine  and  disease  pre- 
valent in  Ireland  during  the  last  year, 
the  emigration  from  that  country  to  Bri- 
tish North  America  had  been  attended 


with  very  calamitous  results.  The  mor- 
tality had  been  most  formidable  from 
certain  ports.  But  this  partial  suffering 
proved  that  the  case  was  exceptional  only, 
and  should  have  been  dealt  with  as  such. 
The  colonists  justly  and  naturally  com- 
plained, in  many  cases,  when  the  weak, 
and  infirm,  and  sickly,  had  been  sent  over 
to  them  without  adequate  protection,  and 
when  fever  had  thus  been  propagated 
through  all  parts  of  the  provinces.  Now, 
he  admitted  that  if  the  noble  Earl  had  no 
other  alternative  but  either  to  allow  this 
state  of  suffering  to  continue,  by  permit- 
ting emigration  to  remain  unassisted  and 
unsystematic  as  before,  or  to  interfere 
iu  the  mode  and  to  the  extent  he  had 
done,  such  a  state  of  facts  would  have  fur- 
nished an  unanswerable  reply  to  whatever 
objection  might  be  urged  against  him.  But 
this  supposition  would  be  a  most  erroneous 
view  to  take  of  the  case.  It  was  right  to 
do  all  that  humanity  and  justice  required; 
but  to  do  more,  and  to  convert  such  neces- 
sary measures  of  precaution  into  burden- 
some restraints,  if  not  into  actual  prohibi- 
tions, of  the  emigration  of  British  subjects 
into  British  colonies,  was  as  impolitic  as  it 
was  unjust;  impolitic  to  the  colony,  unjust 
to  the  emigrant.  He  (Lord  Monteagle)  had 
himself  willingly  concurred  with  his  noble 
Friend  under  this  special,  but,  he  believed, 
temporary,  exigency,  in  the  proposition 
made  to  Parliament  for  amending  the 
Passengers*  Act;  nor  would  he  hiive  ob- 
jected to  the  imposition  of  any  moderate 
colonial  tax,  proved  necessary  for  the 
support  of  sick  and  destitute  emigrants 
on  their  arrival  in  the  colony.  But  he 
considered  that  much  more  than  this  had 
been  recommended  by  his  noble  Friend; 
and  most  unquestionably  much  more  had 
been  done  by  the  colonial  legislatures, 
greatly  to  their  own  loss  and  future  detri- 
ment, as  he  would  presently  demonstrate. 
He  held  in  his  hand  an  account  showing 
the  scale  of  taxation  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  recommended  for  adoption  in 
the  colony,  and  which  he  had  accompanied 
with  some  very  just  remarks  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  confining  this  charge  to  a  moderate 
rate.  Nor  did  he  omit  adding  some  very 
intelligible  hints,  that  if  an  unreasonable 
and  exaggerated  rate  of  taxation  were  im- 
posed, the  assent  of  the  Crown  might  very 
possibly  be  withheld.  Their  Lordships 
would  scarcely  believe,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, that  the  tax  imposed  by  the 
colonists,  and  afterwards  sanctioned  by 
the  Colonial  Office,  was  actually  double 
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the  amount  that  the  nohle  Lord  had  him- 
self recommended.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Emigration  Commissioners  had  laid  hefore 
the  Committee  ahove  stairs  the  following 
tahle  proving  the  fact : — 


As  proposed 

As  enacted 

by 

in 

Lord  Grey. 

the  Colony. 

£    *.    d. 

£    *.    d. 

Tax  on  each  Emigrant 

0    6    0 

0  10    0 

Do.  after  Sept.  10 

0  10    0 

1     0     0 

Do.  after  Oct.  1 

0  15     0 

1  10     0 

Do.    when     vessel    is 

placed  in  Quarantine 

10«.  to  208. 

28.  6d.  every 
3  days,  not 
to  exceed  20«. 

Do.  on  Emigrants  con- 

sidered liable  to  be- 

come chargeable .... 

Security  of 

Security  of 

£20  for  one 

£20  for  one 

year,  or  10«. 

year,  or  20«. 

Thus  it  wiU  he  seen  that  these  colonial 
imposts  were  more  than  twice  the  amount 
considered  to  he  adequate  hy  the  Secretary 
of  State.  An  extra  charge,  amounting  to 
from  10«.  to  20«.  a  head,  on  the  uumher 
of  emigrants  proceeding  to  British  North 
America  is  an  enormous  hurden,  and  ope- 
rates as  a  peculiar  discouragement  to  emi- 
gration from  Ireland.  The  increased 
charge,  which  a  most  intelligent  writer 
(Mr.  Carter)  has  stated  to  he  ahout  H.  a 
head,  tells  much  more  heavily  on  ships 
from  Ireland  than  on  those  from  London, 
as  the  rate  of  passage  from  Ireland  is  much 
lower.  On  the  Irish  emigrant  it  is  an 
increase  of  at  least  20«.  on  50s,  or  60^., 
whilst  in  London  it  is  20s.  on  lOOs.  Nor 
is  there  wanting  proof  that  this  most  op- 
pressive tax  is  wholly  disproportioned  to 
the  necessity  of  the  case.  The  United 
States,  it  may  he  assumed,  are  equally 
interested  with  our  own  colonies  in  guard- 
ing against  the  dangers  of  dangerous  or 
unprofitahle  emigration.  Fever  and  pau- 
perism must  he  equally  calamitous  in  the 
city  of  New  York  and  in  that  of  Quehec. 
Yet  the  taxation  imposed  hy  the  foreign 
State,  on  aliens,  is  much  lighter  than  the 
taxation  for  analogous  purposes  imposed 
hy  a  British  colony  on  British  fellow-suh- 
jects.  This  surely  is  unjust.  It  is  un- 
wise also.  The  consequence  has  heen, 
that  hy  the  adoption  of  the  plan  origi- 
nating in  the  suggestion  of  the  tiohle  Earl, 
the  tide  of  emigration  is  driven  from  the 
British  colonies  to  the  United  States.  This 
fact  is  apparent  from  a  comparison  of  the 
following  figures  : — 


Total  Emigration  from  the  United  Kmgdom  for 
Three  Months  ending  March  31. 
Tears.  No.  of  Emigrants. 

1846  14.972 

1847         38,347 

1848         38,232 

Total  Emigration  for  the  Month  ending  April  30. 

1846  29,293 

1847         53,348 

1848         36,497 

Total  Emigration  for  the  Month  of  May. 

1846         21,334 

1847  50,328 

1848         28,281 

It  is  on  a  closer  analysis  that  the  effect  of 
the  increased  charge  on  emigrants  into 
our  own  territory  is  made  more  apparent. 
The  emigration  to  the  British  colonies  for 
the  months  of  April  and  May,  in  the  same 
years,  stands  as  follows  : — 

No.  of  Emigrants. 

April,  1846  14,422 

„     1847  30.631 

„     1848  8,980 

May,  1846  7,760 

„     1847  31,188 

„      1848  3,866 

Now,  the  United  States  Emigration  for 
the  same  period  exhibits  wholly  opposite 
results,  and  is  as  follows  : — 

April,  1846        14,278 

„      1847         22,202 

„      1848         26,705 

May,  1846         13.254 

„      1847         18,029 

„      1848         22,672 

The  same  facts  are  proved  by  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Carter,  who  stated  that  the 
number  of  emigrants  conveyed  in  four  of 
his  own  ships  had  fallen  off,  between 
the  years  1847  and  1848,  from  551  to 
384;  but  he  added — 

**  In  order  to  show  the  effect  of  the  new  law 
passed  in  England  and  Canada,  it  is  necessary  to 
state  the  number  of  emigrants  in  each  ship  sepa- 
rately. The  first  ship  this  year,  before  the  new 
laws  took  effect,  carried  198  passengers,  as  com- 
pared with  140  in  the  corresponding  ship  hist 
year ;  while  the  three  ships  this  year,  to  which 
the  altered  state  of  the  law  applied,  averaged  only 
186,  as  compared  with  411,  by  the  corresponding 
ships  in  1847." 

The  charge  in  New  York,  the  same  writer 
states,  "  has  been  recently  reduced,  whilst 
our  own  in  Canada  has  been  materially 
increased."  Such  was  the  effect  of  his 
noble  Friend's  interposition  in  relation 
to  British  North  America;  and  it  was  not 
surprising,  under  such  circumstances,  that 
he  judged  it  more  prudent  on  the  present 
occasion  to  eschew  the  subject  altogether. 
He  might  here  state  that,  in  some  mate- 
rial respects,  both  in  the  laws  passed  for 
the  protection  of  the  emigrants,  and  in 
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the  hospital  acoommodatioB  provided  at 
New  York,  that  foreign  State  was  in  ad- 
Tance  of  our  own  colonies.  Whilst  thus 
increasing  the  difficulties  of  the  emigration 
of  British  settlers  to  British  colonies,  he 
must  admit  that  the  noble  Lord  had  shown 
himself  more  generous  and  more  liberal  to 
foreign  emigrants.  He  would  be  able  to 
show  a  most  extraordinary,  and,  in  his 
judgment,  a  roost  indefensible,  step  taken 
by  the  Colonial  Office,  in  which,  so  far 
from  imposing  any  new  burden  on  foreign 
emigrants,  colonial  revenues  were  actually 
applied  to  assist  the  emigration  of  400 
Silesian  emigrants  to  Port  Philip.  This 
most  extraordinary  fact  is  stated  in  the 
eighth  report  of  the  Emigration  Commis- 
sioners (page  9),  and  would  be  almost  in- 
credible except  on  such  conclusive  autho- 
rity. The  Commissioners  inform  us  that 
31  applications  had  been  made  to  import  119 
German  labourers  and  their  families^  being 
exclusively  vine  dressers,  wine  makers, 
and  wine  coopers  ;  the  rest  of  this  immi- 
gration being  assisted  by  a  colonial  bounty. 
To  this  measure  no  possible  objection 
could  be  raised.  With  the  existing  pros- 
pects of  a  more  extended  cultivation  of  the 
grape,  and  a  greatly  improved  manufacture 
of  wine,  this  introduction  of  skilled  labour 
was  eminently  politic.  It  rested  likewise 
on  the  previously  ascertained  success  of 
Mr.  Macarthur'a  experiment.  But  the 
noble  Lord  has  gone  farther.  The  Com- 
missioners add — 

**  That  they  are  also  engaged  in  negotiating, 
under  instructions  from  your  Lordship,  for  the 
transmission  to  Port  Philip  of  about  iOO  Silesian 
emigrants,  containing  a  considerable  portion  of 
persons  of  the  same  classes,  and  on  terms  which 
we  hope  will  prove  advantageous  to  the  colony.** 

Now,  against  this  misapplication  of  Go- 
vernment aid,  and  of  colonial  resources,  he 
(Lord  Monteagle)  would  altogether  protest. 
The  notion  of  seeking  vme  cultivators  in 
Silesia  was  an  absurdity.  He  was  happy 
to  think  that  the  *'  scheme,*'  as  it  is  justly 
called,  is  likely  to  fail.  This  failure— not, 
however,  arising  from  the  application  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  obvious  rule 
that  would  secure  a  preference  to  the  sub- 
jects of  Her  Majesty  over  Silesians,  or 
any  other  foreigners,  but  from  the  war- 
like propensities  of  that  most  aggressive 
monarch  the  King  of  Prussia,  who,  in 
order  to  carry  on  hostilities  against  his 
unoffending  neighbours,  had  required  the 
service  of  some  of  the  intended  emigrants 
in  his  newly-raised  landwehr.  He  (Lord 
Monteagle)  was  the  more  astonished  that 


this  course  should  have  been  pursued  bj 
his  noble  Friend,  because,  in  his  corre- 
spondence with  the  Governor  of  the  pape 
of  Good  Hope — in  reply  to  Sir  Henry 
Pottinger,  who  had  expressed  wishes  that 
German  emigrants  should  be  encouraged  to 
proceed  to  the  Cape — his  noble  Friend  had 
laid  down  the  principle  absolutely  that  all 
the  means  of  emigration  at  the  disposal  of 
Government  should  be  exclusively  reserved 
for  the  Queen's  subjects.  But  he  must 
be  permitted  to  return  to  the  question 
of  British  North  America,  from  which 
he  had  been  diverted  by  the  question  of 
Silesian  emigration.  In  so  doing,  he 
must,  once  for  all,  guard  himself  against 
the  supposition  of  being  disposed  to  re- 
commend, or  to  support,  any  plan  of  emi- 
gration which  was  not  likely  to  promote 
colonial  as  well  as  European  interests,  and 
which  was  not  in  entire  accordance  with 
colonial  feelings  likewise.  The  North 
American  colonists,  he  fully  admitted, 
had  to  endure  much  suffering  in  the  last 
year.  But  that  suffering  was  entirely 
connected  with  the  state  of  disease  exist- 
ing in  particular  districts,  and  at  that 
particular  time,  and  was  not  incidental 
to  emigration  generally.  On  the  con- 
trary, all  former  experience  told  the  other 
way.  What  was  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
missioners themselves  ?  They  inform  the 
Secretary  of  State  that — 

"  At  no  earlier  period  of  five  years  had  so  many 
people  emigrated,  as  in  the  five  years  ending  with 
1846 ;  and  yet  the  whole  of  this  emigration  was 
effected  healthily  and  prosperously.  The  deaths 
on  the  voyage  did  not  exceed  }  per  cent,  or  five  in 
the  1,000  ;  and  the  deaths  in  quarantine  did  not 
exceed  1}  on  every  1,000  embarked.  The  people 
found  no  difficulty  in  getting  employment,  and  were 
readily  absorbed  in  the  mass  of  the  population. 

"  The  Government,  therefore,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  year  1847  were  in  possession  of  this 
fact,  that  in  the  preceding  five  years  a  greater  num- 
ber of  persons  had  emignUed  to  North  America  than 
had  ever  done  so  before,  and  bad  emigrated  under 
existing  arrangements  without  sickness  or  serious 
difficulty  or  disaster." 

And  even  the  Canadian  authorities,  when 
suffering  most  severely  from  the  fever  of 
last  year,  guarded  themselves  carefully 
against  the  suspicion  of  seeking  to  throw 
any  discouragement  upon  emigration  gene- 
rally. Such  was  the  language  of  the  le- 
gislature, of  their  municipid  councils,  and  of 
the  grand  juries,  who  had  expressed  their 
views  in  the  most  unqualified  manner. 
Therefore,  while  the  Canadians  condemned 
the  ill-regulated  and  unsystematic  emigra- 
tion carried  on  from  certain  districts  in 
Ireland,   abounding    in   disease   and  pro- 
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pagating  it,  they  did  not,  even  in  the  time 
of  their  greatest  suffering,  condemn  emi- 
gration generally.  On  the  contrary,  in 
the  Address  from  the  Farliamcnt  of  Ca- 
nada to  the  Queen,  he  found  the  following 
passage : — 

**We  feel  bound  to  declare  to  Your  Majestj 
that,  while  we  belioTe  that  this  House  and  the 
people  of  the  province  are  most  desirous  to  wel- 
come to  this  colony  all  those  of  their  fellow-sub- 
jects who  may  think  proper  to  emigrate  from  the 
parent  country  to  settle  among  them,  we  are  con- 
yinced  that  a  continued  emigration  of  a  similar 
character  to  that  which  is  now  taking  place,  is 
calculated  to  produce  a  most  ii^urious  effect  upon 
our  prosperity,  unless  conduct^  upon  some  more 
systematic  principle." 

Nor  did  his  nohle  Friend  appear  to  differ  in 
any  respect  from  these  opinions,  for  in  a  de- 
spatch addressed  to  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  he 
had  stated  his  conviction  that  an  enlarged 
and  systematic  system  of  emigration  would 
greatly  henefit  the  North  American  colo- 
nies, as  well  as  the  emigrants  themselves. 
Why,  then,  did  not  the  nohle  Lord  suggest, 
for  our  adoption,  some  practical  mode  of 
fulfilling  the  duty  which  he  thus  freely 
admitted  was  one  capahle  of  being  dis- 
charged, and  which,  as  responsible  to  the 
Sovereign,  to  the  British  people,  and  to 
the  colonies,  with  whose  government  he 
was  entrusted,  he  was  therefore  bound  to 
discharge  ?  His  nohle  Friend,  in  his  de- 
spatch to  Lord  Elgin,  of  the  Ist  of  De- 
cemher,  1847,  stated  that — 

"  There  is  nothing  in  the  situation  of  Canada 
which  renders  it  impossible,  by  judicious  regula- 
tions, to  provide  for  the  occupation  of  her  vacant 
territory  in  a  regular  and  systematic  manner,  in- 
stead of  leaving  this  to  be  effected,  as  heretofore, 
by  the  desultory,  and,  too  often,  ill-directed  efforts 
of  individuals.  The  saving  of  labour  and  capital 
which  would  result  from  such  a  system  would 
cause  the  increase  of  the  numbers  of  her  inhabit- 
ants by  emigration  to  be  the  means  of  advancing 
the  province  yet  more  rapidly  in  wealth  and  in 
civilisation." 

Were  these  good  resolutions — were  all 
these  enunciations  of  sound  principle — to 
lead  to  nothing  ?  Was  every  thing  to  end 
in  empty  profession  ?  Even  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  and  after  hearing  the  nohle  Lord's 
careful  and  elahorate  speech,  he  would  ask 
their  Lordships  whether  he  had  hrought  for- 
ward any  practical  proposition  whatever? 
Where,  he  would  ask,  was  the  nohle  Lord's 
scheme  for  the  regular  and  systematic  emi- 
gration which  he  described  to  Lord  Elgin  as 
being  practicable  and  necessary,  and  which 
it  was  therefore  his  duty  as  Colonial  Minister 
to  have  submitted  to  Parliament?  All  seem- 
ed to  be  left  a  profitless  blank;  and  both  to 


the  colonies  and  the  British  public,  disap* 
pointment  and  dismay  would  be  the  neees*^ 
sary  consequences.  The  noble  Lord  appear- 
ed to  rely  exclusively  upon  his  Australian 
emigration.  On  this  he  seemed  to  rest  his 
claim  on  public  confidence;  and  here  he 
seemed  to  think  that  he  had  realised  all 
the  true  principles  of  colonisation.  It  was 
far  indeed  from  his  (Lord  Monteagle's)  in- 
tention to  speak  in  disparagement  of  our 
prospering  Australian  colonies.  He  way 
the  very  last  person  who  was  disposed  to 
do  so.  On  the  contrary,  whilst  he  rejoiced 
in  their  success,  in  common  with  all  lovers 
of  his  country,  he  felt  an  additional  and  ^ 
personal  gratification  in  marking  their  pro* 
gross  both  in  civilisation  and  in  wealth. 
He  could  not  forget  that  the  formation  of 
the  Port  Philip  settlement  was  attributable 
to  one  of  his  oldest  and  most  valued  friends, 
a  gallant  officer.  Sir  Richard  Bourke,  whose 
salutary  reforins  and  wise  administration 
would  long  be  reoiembered  in  New  South 
Wales.  And  he  might  be  permitted  to 
add,  that  few  acts  in  his  own  political  life 
were  more  gratifying  to  him  than  having  as 
Colonial  Secretary  in  1834  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Commons  the  Act  which  led 
to  the  settlement  of  South  Australia.  But 
because  these  colonies,  as  well  as  the  Syd- 
ney province,  were  prospering,  it  would  be 
wholly  erroneous  to  suppose  that  all  that  was 
required  had  been  done,  or  that  much  that 
was  an  impediment  to  colonisation  was  not 
now  in  mischievous  activity.  It  is  true  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  gone  greater  lengths  in 
Australia  than  elsewhere  in  applying  his 
principles.  He  had  even  done  so  in  a 
manner  which  to  some  would  appear  to 
involve  startling  and  original  doctrines. 
For  not  only  did  he  willingly  acquiesce 
in  Sir  C.  Fitzroy's  proposal  to  borrow  a 
sum  of  100,000/.  for  emigration  purposes, 
but  he  also  recommends  the  creation  of  a 
larger  debt  for  similar  purposes;  and  at 
last,  possibly  excited  by  the  subject,  he 
goes  further,  and  undertakes  that  a  national 
debt  is  in  itself  a  national  benefit.  The 
following  is  an  extract  from  the  despatch 
of  the  Colonial  Office  of  18th  December, 
1847  :— 

Lord  Grit  to  Sir  Charlrb  Fitzrot. 

"  18th  December,  1847. 
"  When  I  authorised  you  to  raise  100,000^.  for 
defraying  the  expense  of  5,000  adult  emigrants, 
I  was  much  induced  to  believe  that  a  Urger  sunx 
than  you  have  had  suggested  might  with  great  ad- 
vantage be  raised  for  the  purposes  of  emigration: 
and  the  further  accounts  which  have  since  reached 
me  as  to  the  urgency  of  the  want  of  labour  in  New 
South  Wales,  have  removed  any  doubts  I  enter- 
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tainedy  and  haye  convinced  me  that  in  order  effec- 
iually  to  supply  this  want,  the  expenditure  you 
^  oontemplated  ought  to  be  very  considerably  in- 
creased." 

His  noble  Friend  then  proceeds  to  recom- 
mend a  more  extended  system  of  borrow- 
ing on  the  security  of  the  colony;  and  he 
then  proceeds  to  reason  in  a  manner  most 
consolatory  to  an  old  financier  : — 

*'  This  is  a  practice  no  doubt  exceedingly  liable 
to  abuse ;  but  when  the  object  for  which  money  is 
raised  is  not  unproductive  but  productive,  the 
danger  of  abuse  is  very  greatly  diminished ;  and 
in  the  present  instance  there  can  be  no  reason- 
able doubt  that  an  addition  to  the  population 
of  New  South  Wales,  of  the  kind  which  is  contem- 
plated, by  affording  an  additional  supply  of  labour 
which  is  so  urgently  wanted,  would  immediately 
increase  the  productive  power  and  wealth  of  the 
community. 

"  The  Commissioners  of  Colonisation  inform  me, 
however,  that  the  supply  of  really  eligible  emi- 
grants is  limited  ;  and  with  the  demand  for  emi- 
grants which  is  now  increasing,  not  only  for  the 
Australian  colonies,  but  for  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope 
and  New  Zealand,  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  ne- 
cessary number  can  be  obtainable." 

His  noble  Friend  justly  remarked  on  the 
enormous  increase  of  the  wool  exported 
from  New  South  Wales.  It  was  natural 
and  most  important  to  consider  this  aug- 
menting source  of  wealth;  but  why  did  his 
noble  Friend  omit  to  mention  the  fact  that 
the  wool  was  rotting,  diminished  in  quan- 
tity and  deteriorated  in  quality  for  want  of 
shepherds,  and  that  between  800,000  and 
900,000  sheep  had  been  boiled  down  in 
the  last  year  to  be  converted  into  tallow, 
there  being  no  labour  to  enable  the  owners 
to  turn  them  to  greater  profit.  Thus  the 
capital  of  the  colony  was  sacrificed.  What 
the  colonies  wanted  was  labour.  It  was 
labour  with  which  the  noble  Earl  should 
supply  them.  The  capacity  of  the  Austra- 
lian colonies  to  absorb  labour,  and  the  con- 
sequences that  must  ensue  if  that  labour  is 
not  supplied,  have  never  been  stated  more 
authoritatively  than  in  the  able  report  made 
by  the  Select  Committee  of  Immigration 
made  to  the  Legislative  Council  of  New 
South  Wales,  and  now  on  the  table  of  the 
House : — 

**  The  Committee  can  anticipate  no  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  any  number  of  persons  that  the  colony 
may  require  being  found  willing  to  emigrate  from 
different  parts  of  the  United  Kmgdom." 

Such  is  the  statement  of  those  who  from 
their  position  in  the  colony  and  from  their 
local  knowledge,  are  entitled  to  speak  with 
authority.  But  Mr.  Cowper*s  able  report 
sums  up  the  whole  argument  in  the  follow- 
ing impressive  language : — 


**  Your  Committee  wish  to  conclude  their  re- 
port by  reiterating  their  solemn  conviction  that 
the  question  of  immigration  is  not  one  that  is  to 
be  regarded  as  affecting  the  mere  prospective  in- 
terests of  the  colony,  or  those  of  a  particular  class. 
It  involves  the  consideration  of  the  all  but  imme- 
diate ruin  of  every  employer  of  labour,  and  the  ul- 
timate annihilation  of  those  sources  of  profitable 
industry  and  enterprise  upon  the  due  exercise  and 
development  of  which  the  prosperity  of  the  colony 
depends.  The  Australian  colonies  contribute  one- 
third  of  the  whole  of  the  wool  imported  into  Bri- 
tain. Those  who  now  produce  that  commodity 
must  cease  to  do  so  when  the  wages  of  labour  ex- 
ceed all  profits  derivable  from  the  pursuit  in  which 
they  are  engaged.  It  may  be  alleged  that  the  evil 
here  deprecated  may  only  amount  to  a  mere  change 
of  ownership  from  the  master  to  the  servant,  and 
that  the  ruin  of  the  one  will  be  coincident  with 
the  improved  condition  of  the  other ;  and  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  such  an  exchange  of  the  relative  po- 
sition of  master  and  servant  is  already  exemplified 
to  a  considerable  extent.  It  can  require  no  argu- 
ment with  your  honourable  House,  and  it  is  hoped  « 
none  with  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  show 
that  such  an  inversion  of  all  social  relations  as 
that  here  depicted  must  be  &tal  to  the  welfiure  of 
the  community.  Before,  however,  such  a  crisis 
arrives,  the  real  elements  of  the  present  as  well  as 
future  wealth  of  the  country  will,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, be  annihilated,  the  cattle  and  sheep  will  be 
boiled  down  for  their  hides  and  tallow,  and  capital 
and  skill  will  be  permanently  withdrawn  fi^m  a 
country  where  they  have  ceased  to  be  profitable." 

The  same  evidence  was  given  last  year  bj 
Mr.  Jackson,  who  had  been  twenty  years 
a  resident  in  the  colony.  He  stated  before 
the  Committee — 

"  2334.  I  believe  that  in  one  year  upwards  of 
20,000  emigrants  went  to  New  South  Wales  alone, 
and  were  readily  absorbed ;  and  looking  at  the 
extent  of  available  land,  and  the  number  of  sheep 
and  cattle,  I  can  see  no  season  why  there  should 
not  be  30,000,  40,000,  or  50,000,  absorbed  on  a 
well-digested  scheme  of  emigration.  Indeed  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  hazard  a  statement  as  to  the 
number  ;  but  I  believe  if  you  began  with  30,000 
this  year,  the  probability  would  be  that  in  the  next 
year  or  eighteen  months  the  colonies  would  absorb 
50,000  more,  and  the  year  after  100,000,  because 
sheep  increase  so  wonderfully  fast.  And  in  the 
new  discoveries,  much  of  the  country  is  a  country 
most  eligible  for  agriculture.'* 

If  such  are  the  crying  wants  of  the  colony, 
it  may  be  asked  what  impediments  exist 
to  check  emigration  ?  He  was  inclined  to 
trace  those  impediments  (to  a  very  con- 
siderable extent  at  least)  to  the  injurious 
regulation  adopted  with  regard  to  the  sale 
of  land.  The  plan  of  fixing  the  minimum 
price  at  a  certain  given  sum,  namely  20s. 
an  acre,  was  indefensible.  In  the  year 
1840,  when  the  price  was  fixed  at  5s.  an 
acre,  the  sum  received  for  lands  sold  was 
324, 000^  But  when  the  price  was  raised 
to  20^.,  the  sum  received  in  subsequent 
years  rapidly  fell  off.  These  facts  are 
strikingly  exemplified  in  the  following  ex- 


33  Emigration  {Ana 

tract  from  Mr.  Low's  most  able  report  to  the 
Legislative  Council  of  New  South  Wales : — 

**  The  declaration  of  Parliament  that  land 
shall  not  be  sold  till  it  realise  1/.  an  acre,  is  a 
declaration  that  land  shall  not  be  sold  tUl  it  will 
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realise  more  than  it  is  worth ;  in  other  words, 
that,  except  under  very  particular  circumstances, 
land  shall  not  be  sold  at  all.  That  such  has  been 
the  practical  effect  of  the  measure  will  be  evident 
from  the  following  table  of  the  sums  realised 
from  the  sale  of  land  since  the  year  1837  : — 


CROWN  LANDS  SOLD  AT 

Spedsl 
Surveys. 

Total  Sold. 

Year. 

Ss,  per  Acre. 

"^^r^""^ 

Upwards  of  20«.  per  Acre. 

Total  Amount 

for 

Lands  Sold. 

Country.       i  Country.      Country. 

Town. 

Country. 

3837 

1838 

•1839 

1840 

tl841 

tl842' 

{1843 

1844 

1845 

1846 

A.      a.  p. 

368.483    0    6 

315.059    2  10 

249,896    3  18 

68,873    3  13 

127    0    0 

Acres. 

A.      R.     P. 

A.      R.   P. 

212    2  36 

228    2  26 

2,785    1  38 

5,525    0     1 

248    2  34 

170    0    7 

157    1  39 

245    3  20 

1,754    3  20 

228    2  314 

▲.      R.   p. 

Acrei. 

▲.       R.  p. 

368,695  3    2 

315.318  0  36 

285.915  3  20 

189.468  2  16 

86.341  0  10 

21.903  2    5 

4.817  2  30 

4,259  1  11 

7,267  2  M 

7,018  1  33^ 

£      «.  d. 

121.962  12    5 

128.865    6    6 

166.713  11    4 

324.072    5    1 

92,636  10    9 

18,312  13    f 

12,205  14    8 

9,174  15    3 

18,025  15    6 

27,700    8    7 

70  0  0 
351     1    8 

1,291  1  34 
153  1  16 
471  3  34 
717  2  0 
190  3  15 
945    1    5 

3,791    1    2 

66.199 

15,023 

121 

. .     .. 

30.218 

111.720 

16,430 

4,898 

616 

103 

2,664    0  36 
2.058    1     8 
3.310    0    0 
1,340    2    4 
3,205    2  31 
3,822    2  16 
4,440    1  33 
2,841    2     0 

Touts 

1,002,440    1    7 

163,985 

23,683    1     8 

11.611    2  12i  7,942    3  34 

81,343 

1,291,006  0  214'919,669  11    f 

NOTS. — In  the  year  1831  Lord  Ripon**  regulations  for  the  abolition  of  Arce  granU,  and  the  sale  by  auction  of  all 
Crown  lands,  were  first  promulgated  in  the  oolony. 

•  1KS9.—  In  this  year  the  minimum  price  was  raised  ftom  5*,  to  12*.  an  acre,  but  did  not  extend  to  lands  previously 
advertised  at  the  former  rate,  of  which  there  was  a  very  large  quantity  at  the  time. 

t  1841.— In  this  year  the  system  of  sale  at  a  fixed  price  of  \L  per  acre  was  introduced  into  the  district  of  Port  Philip. 

i  1842.— In  this  year  the  system  of  sale  by  auction  was  resumed  throughout  the  colony  at  a  minimum  upset  price  of  lit. 
per  acre  for  country  lands,  with  liberty  to  select  portions  not  bid  for  at  the  upset  price. 

{  1843.— In  this  year  the  minimum  price  was  raised  to  II.  per  acre  by  the  Act  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  5th  and  6th 
Vict.  cap.  36,  with  liberty  to  select^  at  the  upset  price,  country  portions  put  up  to  auction  and  not  bid  for^  or  on  which 
the  deposit  had  been  forfeited. 


"  From  this  table  it  will  appear  that  the  sum 
realised  by  sales  of  land  in  1846  is  less  by 
3,0002.  than  one-fourth  of  the  sum  realised  from 
the  same  source  in  1837.  It  will  also  be  observed 
that  in  the  five  years  which  have  elapsed  since 
the  raising  of  the  minimum  price  to  l/.  an  acre, 
the  whole  sum  realised  by  land  sales  is  not  quite 
80,000/.,  or  two-thirds  of  the  sum  realised  in  the 
single  average  year  1837,  and  the  whole  number 
of  acres  sold  about  45.000,  or  less  than  one- 
eighth  of  the  number  sold  in  1837.  The  result  is 
more  striking  when  it  is  observed  that  in  1837  the 
population  of  the  colony  amounted  to  85,000  per- 
sons, while  in  1846  the  population  amounted  to 
upwards  of  196,000.  Thus  by  unwise  legislation 
has  the  permanent  settlement  been  retarded  in 
proportion  as  the  demand  for  it  has  increased ; 
and  thus  the  fiillacy  that  land  can  be  made 
saleable  at  this  price  by  the  introduction  of  popu- 
lation is  practically  reAited." 

These  arguments  would  be  much  strength- 
ened if  he  were  at  liberty  to  enter  at  length 
into  the  system  of  the  grant  of  licenses  for 
pasture  land,  or  what  is  called  the  squat- 
ting system,  irreconcileable  as  that  system 
is  either  with  a  high  price  for  land  sold,  or 
with  any  enlarged  and  effectual  system  of 
emigration.  Land  cannot  be  sold  at  a  high 
price  when,  without  purchase,  it  can  be  pro- 
fitably occupied  at  a  low  one:  the  land  fund 
applicable  to  emigration  must  consequently 
fall  off.  Nor  is  this  all.  The  progress  of  agri- 
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culture,  the  concentration  of  the  population, 
the  creation  of  a  middle  class  of  proprie- 
tors, occupying  and  farming  their  own  es- 
tates, are  checked,  if  not  absolutely  pro- 
hibited, and  all  those  elements  which  tend 
to  the  creation  of  a  sound  social  system  are 
sacrificed  or  postponed. 

On  the  subject  of  the  want  of  labour  in 
New  South  Wales,  the  colony  where  the 
noble  Earl  conceived  that  his  measures  had 
been  so  pre-eminently  successful,  he  would 
only  trouble  the  House  with  one  further 
piece  of  evidence.  It  was  contained  in  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Nicolson,  the  Speaker  of 
the  Legislature: — 

"  I  address  this  letter  to  you  from  Lake 
George.  The  country  is  generally  looking  beau- 
tiful, and  is  covered  with  a  carpet  of  the  richest 
and  blackest  turf.  On  the  farms  where  cultiva- 
tion is  carried  on,  there  are  abundant  crops,  and 
the  trees  in  the  orchards  are  bent  with  fruit.  All 
these  gifts  are  in  a  great  measure  valueless  for 
want  of  men  to  enjoy  and  partake  of  them. 
Farmers  will  not  grow  wheat  for  want  of  a  mar- 
ket ;  and  in  an  orchard  in  Gocdbum  I  was  told 
that  the  choicest  and  most  luxuriant  crops  would 
not  be  plucked,  as  they  were  not  worth  the  labour 
of  pulling.  All  this  redundancy  of  the  necessaries 
and  luxuries  of  life  is  rendered  valueless  from  the 
great  and  increasing  scarcity  of  labour.  So  great 
is  the  alarm  felt  on  the  subject,  that  efforts  hay* 
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been  mftde  to  induce  the  Home  Government  to 
renew  transportation  to  this  colony.  The  propo- 
sition has  met  with  great  opposition  on  the  part  of 
thelaboaring  classes,  and  many  influential  persons, 
Including  the  ministers  of  religion,  who  deprecate 
the  idea  of  again  converting  the  colony  into  a  re- 
ceptacle for  the  crime  of  Great  Britain.  The  re- 
ply is  that  the  want  of  labour  is  so  irresistible  that, 
unless  procured  in  that  way,  we  must  have  re- 
Qourse  to  the  systematic  introduction  of  expired 
convicts  from  Van  Diemen's  Land  and  Norfolk 
Island— characters  who  are  found,  after  the 
schooling  they  have  had  in  those  places,  infi- 
nitely more  immoral  than  convicts  sent  direct 
from  England  ;  for  the  fact  is,  we  must  have 
labour  in  some  shape  or  other — free  labour  if  we 
can  get  it,  if  not,  then  prison  labour,  and,  failing 
either,  Coolie  labour.  We  wish  to  receive  emi- 
grants ;  we  are  willing  to  pay  for  them.  There 
are  millions  among  you  dying  of  hunger  ;  let  us 
have  those  starving  crowds  ;  here  they  will  find  a 
Muperabundance  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  Instead 
of  importing  Indian  corn  to  the  starving  peasant, 
export  the  peasant  and  his  family  to  where  the 
Indian  com  grows.  The  mother  country  will 
thus  be  relieved  of  a  load  which  is  increasing  an- 
nually, and  pressing  on  her  resources  in  the  most 
fearfal  manner.'' 

The  same  evidence  of  progress  and  of 
want  of  labour  is  given  in  relation  to 
the  other  Australian  colonies.  **  Though 
South  Australia  dates  somewhat  more 
than  ten  years,"  observes  Mr.  Elliot,  "its 
prosperity  has  occurred  in  five."  This  pro- 
gress is  evident  from  the  following  table — 

1840  1845 

Total  population  14,610  ...  22,390 

Town  population  8,489  ...  7,413 

Country  population ...  6,112  ...  14,977 

No.  of  public-houses...  107  ...  85 

Convictions  for  Crime  47  ...  22 

Cultivated  Acres 2,503  ...  26,000 

E^p-j^j;!^;;^  5*;^}  i5,66o/. ...  131,800/. 

Revenue    S0,199Z.  ...     S2,099Z. 

Expenditure 169,966/.  ...     36,182/. 

But  still,  it  was  stated  by  Mr.  Morphett,  a 
member  of  the  legislative  council — 

"  There  are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  still 
unoccupied,  very  good  in  quality,  and  perfectly 
fit  for  agricultural  purposes." 

The  progress  of  Port  Philip  is  even  more 
rapid ;  yet  the  want  of  labour  is  strongly 
felt.  The  consequences  are  well  described 
in  the  following  evidence  of  Mr.  A.  Cun- 
ingham : — 

"  The  want  of  labour  is  a  very  great  obstacle  ; 
80  great  a  one,  that,  unless  I  saw  a  prospect  of 
emigration  being  placed  on  a  satisfactory  footing, 
I  should  not  invest  further  capital  there.  I  pro- 
pose returning  to  the  colony  and  to  take  with  me 
a  considerable  amount  of  capital  if  I  find  matters 
satisfactorily  arranged  in  reference  to  emigration. 
It  is  almost  impossible  to  get  labour  at  all.  The 
wool  is  worse  got  up — sheep  are  running  in  flocks 
nearly  double  the  size  they  should  be.  There  is 
a  want  of  men  to  take  the  wool  from  the  sheep's 


backs.    The  wool  in  Port  Philip  alone  has  been 
deteriorated  40,000/.  in  the  last  clip." 

It  should  be  remembered  that  the  prosper- 
ity of  these  colonies,  as  stated  by  his  noble 
Friend,  had  been  the  result  not  of  unassist- 
ed or  unregulated  emigration,  such  as  that 
on  which  some  were  now  disposed  to  rely, 
but  was  the  result  of  the  nearest  approach 
to  systematised  colonisation  which  had  yet 
been  adopted,  and  which  is  only  unsatisfac- 
tory because  it  is  not  as  yet  boldly  carried 
out  to  its  furthest  development.  But,  if  he- 
(Lord  Monteagle)  wished  to  show  that  the 
laissez  faire  system  of  his  noble  Friend 
was  an  absurdity,  he  need  only  refer  to  the 
condition  of  the  eastern  province  of  the 
Cape,  and  to  the  success  which  had  at- 
tended the  application  of  a  sum  of  50,0002., 
voted  in  1822  for  the  encouragement  of 
emigrants  to  that  colony.  This  emigration, 
too,  was  connected  with  many  difficulties 
and  mistakes  at  the  outset,  and  without 
any  fair  application  of  a  sound  principle. 
But  even  under  unfavourable  circum- 
stances the  result  of  the  settlement  has 
been  an  immense  increase  in  the  value 
of  the  produce  of  the  revenue,  and  of 
the  exports,  traceable,  as  he  believed, 
to  the  interposition  of  the  Crown,  and 
to  the  Parliamentary  grant  in  1823.  The 
population  is  now  stated  by  Sir  H.  Young 
to  amount  to  70,000,  of  whom  one-half 
are  English  and  Dutch;  35,000  acres  of 
land  are  in  cultivation.  In  1830  the 
value  of  wool  exported  was  but  220L;  it 
now  amounts  to  143,000Z.  The  annual 
agricultural  produce  of  the  eastern  district 
is  valued  at  269,0002.;  the  live' stock  at 
2,297,0002.,  and  the  fixed  property  at 
2,136,0002.  He  would  ask,  in  reference 
to  Southern  Africa,  had  that  power  of 
successful  settlement  ceased  ?  Was  it  in- 
capable of  further  extension  ?  He  should 
reply  by  referring  to  the  new  but  promising 
settlement  of  Natal.  This  colony,  though 
but  of  a  few  years*  growth,  already  gives 
evidence  of  great  future  development.  The 
area  is  estimated  at  13,000  square  miles; 
the  climate  and  soil  in  all  respects  are  most 
favourable;  it  is  well  watered.  Cotton  is 
there  perennial,  and  the  indigo  plant  is 
indigenous.  The  imports  already  exceed 
32,0002.,  and  the  direct  export  is  to  the 
value  of  10,0002.  Sir  P.  Maitland  has  ex^ 
pressed  the  following  opinion  on  the  adap- 
tation of  Natal  for  the  reception  of  Euro-' 
pean  emigrants : — 

"  I  submit  to  your  Lordships  that  it  would  be 
highly  desirable  to  promote  the  emigration  to 
Natal  of  Europeans  possessed  of  some  amount  o^ 
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oapital.  The  district  has  far  greater  agricultural 
capabilities  than  the  Cape — a  better  supply  of 
water — richer  soil.  Unless  something  of  the  kind 
be  effected,  the  settlement  will  degenerate  into 
little  more  than  a  colony  of  natives/' 

This  opinion  was  expressed  some  years 
back;  but  the  evidence  of  the  gallant 
officer,  Sir  Harry  Smith,  who  now  governs 
the  colony — evidence  given  after  a  per- 
sonal visit — is  even  more  important  and 
more  conclusive  : — 

"  In  this  vast  district  (Natal)  there  is  space  for 
a  population  of  2,000,000.  The  land  is  in  many 
places  rich  and  fertile  beyond  description ;  capa- 
ble of  producmg  cotton,  tobacco,  and,  I  think,  in- 
digo, as  the  latter  in  its  wild  state  abounds  ;  well 
watered  and  possessing  rich  coal  mines  *  •  • 
The  treasury  for  the  present  requires  assistance, 
for  no  settlement  has  ever  yet  jumped  into  matu- 
rity. Exertion  must  be  used  to  increase  its  white 
population." 

He  (Lord  Monteagle)  would  pray  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  as  well  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  to  weigh  these  facts  well. 
They  deserved  the  mosi  serious  attention. 
Bid  not  his  noble  Friend  observe  the  signs 
of  the  times  ?  Did  he  not  appreciate  the 
altered  state  of  opinion  ?  And  did  he 
think  the  people  of  this  country  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  meagre  plan  he  had  de- 
veloped ?  He  advised  his  noble  Friend 
to  look  to  the  manner  in  which  the  ques- 
tion of  emigration  was  now  viewed  and  dis- 
cussed in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
— he  advised  him  to  weigh  well  the  in- 
terest which  it  excited  in  the  press  of  the 
country.  A  few  years  ago  there  was  no 
subject  less  understood  by  the  people  or 
the  press.  It  was  then  considered  as  if  it 
could  only  be  regarded  or  recommended  on 
narrow  and  selfish  grounds.  It  was  believed 
that  in  Ireland  and  Scotland  emigration  was 
sought  to  be  promoted  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  relieving  the  landlord's  estates; 
m  England  its  object  was  supposed  to  be 
a  reduction  of  the  parochial  rates.  It 
was  now  better  understood.  It  was  now 
looked  upon  as  a  question  above  all  selfish 
interest.  It  was  justly  viewed  as  a  great 
imperial  question.  He  (Lord  Monteagle) 
contemplated  no  system  of  emigration  that 
would  not  be  advantageous  to  the  emi- 
grant, acceptable  to  the  colonies,  and  be- 
neficial to  the  mother  country.  No  error 
could  be  greater  than  to  consider  these  in- 
terests as  conflicting;  on  the  contrary,  they 
were  inseparably  united.  He  considered 
that,  to  avoid  any  glut  of  labour,  European 
emigration  might  be  combined  most  advan- 
tageously with  the  execution  of  great  and 
useful  works  in  the  colonies.  Take  as  an 
example  an  object  recommended  by  all  sue* 


cessive  Governments  as  a  great  measure  of 
colonial  safety  and  State  policy — the  ex- 
ecution of  a  railroad  from  Halifax  to  Que* 
bee;  made  all  the  more  necessary  from  the 
opening  of  the  line  from  Montreal  to  Port- 
land in  the  United  States,  which  rendered 
British  North  America,  to  a  certain  de- 
gree, dependent  on  and  tributary  to  a  fo- 
reign Power.  He  could  multiply  instances 
of  the  same  kind  in  many  of  our  colonial 
possessions,  where  useful  public  works 
might  be  made  auxiliary  to  emigration,  in 
all  cases  where  doubts  existed  of  an  ade- 
quate demand  for  labour.  But  he  confessed 
that  he  had  heard  nothing  from  his  noble 
Friend  which  gave  him  the  slightest  hopes 
that  the  question  was  considered  by  the 
Government  in  the  point  of  view  it  re- 
quired to  be  placed  in.  On  the  contrary, 
he  was  reluctantly  bound  to  add  that  no 
one  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  statement 
showed  that  he  was  prepared  to  recom- 
mend  any  plan  of  systematic  colonisation, 
to  which  he  ought  that  very  night  to  have 
pledged  himself,  and  pledged  his  Col- 
leagues. Nor  was  there  any  one  expres- 
sion which  would  lead  the  House  to  enter- 
tain the  remotest  expectation  that  either 
by  his  noble  Friend,  or  through  his  agents, 
any  possible  relief  would  be  cfl^ected  either 
for  the  suffering  people  of  this  country,  or 
for  the  suffering  colonists.  Viewing  this 
debate  in  the  effect  it  was  likely  to  produce 
in  the  minds  of  the  thinking  and  reading 
public,  he  could  not  but  anticipate  that  the 
statement  of  his  noble  Friend  would  be  felt 
by  the  country  to  be  feeble,  inconclusive^ 
and  unsatisfactory. 

Earl  GREY  ;  I  did  not  expect  that  my 
noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  would 
have  taken  this  opportunity  of  making 
upon  me  so  elaborate  an  attack,  putting 
the  worst  construction  on  every  despatch 
I  have  written,  and  on  every  measure  I 
have  adopted  on  the  subject  of  emigration. 
I  regret  that  he  has  done  so,  because  it 
imposes  upon  me  the  necessity  of  again 
trespassing  upon  your  Lordships,  for  though 
I  am  conscious  that  I  have  already  taken 
up  more  of  your  time  than  I  could  have 
wished,  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will  per- 
ceive that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  pass 
by  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  without 
some  remarks. 

I  must,  in  the  first  place,  call  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  that  which  is  compara- 
tively of  very  little  importance — my  noble 
Friend's  attack  upon  myself  personally. 
My  noble  Friend  has  imputed  to  me  great 
inconsistency,  for  having  formerly,  whei^ 
02 
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out  of  office,  reconmiended  measures  of 
very  extensive  colonisation ^  entirely  of  a 
different  character  from  those  whkh  now, 
with  the  regponsihility  of  office  upon  nie,  I 
have  adopted;  and  in  snpport  of  that  cliivrge 
tnj  nohle  Triend  has  referred  to  &  speech 
which  I  made  in  the  House  of  Comtnons 
10  support  of  Mr.  Charles  Buller's  Motion 
on  sYstemntic  colonisation.  I  confess  I 
Beard  this  with  some  surprise^  because  it 
60  happens  that  in  that  very  speech  I  ex- 
pressed opinions  as  to  the  real  advantages 
of  colonisation,  precisely  tlie  satpe  with 
those  which  I  have  already  addressed  to 
your  Lordships.  Since  my  noble  Friend 
Bpoke  I  have  referred  to  the  speech  which 
I  tnade  on  the  occasion  adverted  to,  and 
I  will  read  only  one  short  ex  true  t  from  it* 
I  am  reported  to  have  used  the  following 
expressions : — ■ 

"  Ho  cfinfosscd  that  the  chief  adTaniige  to 
which  he  looked*  tVoni  moasurva  of  the  kind 
advoclltc^d  by  his  hon,  and  Leamod  Friend,  wna 
not  tliat  of  ohUiiniug  iriimL^diate  ndiet'  by  dinii- 
nishiDg  the  want  of  employment  now  go  much 
felt  and  compLiined  of.  It  wa«  to  meapiurcB  of  a 
different  cluiraflter  la  whieh  they  must  chiefly  look 
to  attain  that  aUjict  :  but  afl  subsidiary  tn  luea- 
fturea  of  thii)  kind,  according'  to  hia  hon«  and 
learned  Friend*i*  statement,  he  thought  coloaisa- 
lion  wafl  parti<3iilarl7  importaMt/' 

And  I  then  proceeded  to  describe  almost  in 
the  very  words  I  hai^o  already  used  to  your 
Lordships  this  evening,  the  political  ftd- 
vantagcs,  and  the  advantages  from  tlie 
erection  of  new  markets  fur  onr  trade, 
which  1  conceive  to  result  from  emigration, 
Mj  Lords,  I  have  always  held,  that  it  was 
Hot  as  a  mode  of  effecting  a  positive  reduc- 
tion in  the  numbers  of  the  population  of  this 
country  that  emigration  is  of  real  value.  I 
have  never  bolieved  that  there  existed  in 
this  country  any  real  or  permanent  excess 
of  population.  I  am  convinced,  that  takings 
the  country  as  fk  whole,  its  still  undeveloped 
resources  afford  ample  means  for  the  pro- 
fitable employment  of  our  increasing  popu- 
lation; and  tliat  now  that  the  shackles  are 
removed  from  industry,  and  that  the  right 
of  every  man  to  turn  his  labour  to  the  befit 
account  has  been  practically  restored,  all 
who  are  able  and  willing  to  work  will  hi 
general  6nd  the  means  of  doing  so.  I  do 
not  mean  that  there  will  not  be  partial  anil 
temporary  difficulties  arising  from  the  oc- 
casional misdirection  of  industry,  and  from 
tliose  cnlnmities  with  which  Providence  may 
Bometinieii  visit  ns,  and  from  which  no  hu- 
man society  can  expect  to  be  always  ex- 
empt; but  I  do  assert  that  there  \s  no 
ground  whatever  for  believing  that  in  tbis 


country  industry  will  not  in  general  meet 
with  its  due  reward,  I  hiive  also  always 
maintained  thut  those  who  look  to  emigra^ 
tiou  for  relief  from  the  distress  to  wbicU 
tlie  ijidustrious  classes  are  occasionally  ex- 
posed, have  not  sufficiently  adverted  to  the 
fact  that  any  diminution  of  the  poputatioa 
by  artificial  nteans  would  necessarily  and 
inevitably  be  followed  by  an  acceleration  in 
the  rate  of  increase  of  the  population, 
which  would  more  than  meet  the  vacuum 
so  occasioned.  It  is  well  known  that  in 
cases  whore  the  population  of  any  coun- 
try has  been  thinned  by  pe&tilence,  by 
famine,  or  by  war,  the  diminution  of 
numbers  thus  created  has  invariably  been 
supplied  with  a  rapidity  almost  inconceiv- 
able. Mr.  Malthus  and  all  the  most  emi- 
nent writers  upon  these  subjects  havo 
agreed  that  such  is  the  uniform  course  of 
events,  I  always  maintained  this  opinion; 
hut  at  the  same  time  I  have  admilted,  that 
there  is  in  some  parts  of  the  united  king- 
dom, and  more  especially  in  Ireland,  a 
sort  of  local  congestion  of  population,  and 
that  practical  ditficnlties^  as  juuch  of  a  po- 
litical as  of  an  cconomieal  nature,  pre- 
vent the  surplus  labour  of  particular  dis- 
tricts from  being  productively  applied  at 
home;  so  that  for  their  rehef  enugration 
might  be  of  great  advantage.  These  were 
formerly,  and  these  continue  to  be  my 
opinions  upon  this  subject;  but  the  great 
difference  between  my  noble  Friend  and 
myself  seems  to  be  that  he  thinks  that 
there  ought  to  bo  some  enormous  grant  of 
several  millions  of  the  public  money  for 
the  advancement  of  emigration,  while  I, 
on  the  other  hand,  doubt  whether  such 
large  grants  taken  out  of  the  taxes  of  this 
country  would  have  any  other  effect  except 
that  of  conferring  a  benefit  on  the  indivi- 
duals sent  out,  whilst  they  would  add  to 
the  heavy  pressure  of  taxation  on  those 
who  remained  behind.  My  noblo  Friend 
thinks,  that  by  means  of  these  large  grants, 
the  State  should  carry  out  and  settle  emi* 
grants  upon  the  vacant  land  of  our  colonies; 
I,  on  the  other  hand,  am  of  opinion  thai 
the  State  should  only  interfere  to  assist 
and  direct  the  emigrant,  leaving  bim  to 
act  for  himself. 

My  noble  Friend,  in  illustration  of  the 
advantages  which  he  thinks  would  arise 
from  his  scheme  of  planting  emigrants  in 
our  colonies,  has  referred  to  the  eastern 
division  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  Now, 
my  Lords,  if  1  had  wanted  to  prove  the 
great  superiority  of  spontaneous  colonisa^ 
tion  over  that  artificial  system  wbicb  bo 
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has  recommended,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  me  to  bave  selected  a  better  iliustra* 
lion  of  it  tban  tbat  afforded  by  a  compari- 
son of  this  settlement  at  tbe  Cape  with 
those  formed  on  an  opposite  principle. 
Take  the  facts  as  they  have  been  stated 
by  my  noble  Friend.  He  tells  us,  that  this 
settlement  was  formed  in  the  year  1822, 
that  a  grant  of  50,0002.  was  voted  by 
Parliament  for  the  purpose,  and  we  are 
told  by  my  noble  Friend,  as  a  proof  of  the 
success  of  this  settlement,  that  it  is  now  a 
thriving  community;  and  last  year  exported 
two  millions  of  lbs.  weight  of  wool.  Now, 
my  Lords,  as  I  have  already  mentioned, 
the  district  of  Port  Philip  was  colonised 
not  in  1822  but  in  1836-7;  that  is,  it  has 
been  established  about  twelve  years,  in- 
stead of  twenty-six.  Instead  of  costing 
50,000/.,  it  has  cost  this  country  nothing. 
Yet,  taking  my  noble  Friend's  own  test  of 
its  prosperity —  the  export  of  wool — I  find 
that  instead  of  the  gross  export  of  two 
millions  of  lbs., of  which  he  boasts  so  much, 
the  mere  increase  on  the  export  of  wool 
from  the  Port  Philip  district  of  1847,  as 
compared  to  1846,  was  four  millions  of  lbs., 
or  twice  the  total  produce  of  the  settle- 
ment referred  to  with  so  much  satisfaction 
by  my  noble  Friend.  If  I  were  to  com- 
pare the  revenue,  or  the  progress  in  popu- 
lation of  the  two  districts,  the  result  would 
be  equally  striking  in  favour  of  Port 
Philip. 

My  Lords,  this  reference  to  Port  Philip 
reminds  me  of  the  objections  urged  by  my 
noble  Friend  to  the  system  of  selling  land 
at  a  pound  an  acre.  My  noble  Friend  has 
condemned  that  system  as  absurd  and  mis- 
chievous. Allow  me  to  remind  him,  that 
when  the  system  of  selling  land  at  5«.  an 
acre  was  established  in  1831,  the  objections 
to  this  wore  not  less  general,  or  less  loud, 
than  to  tke  higher  price  which  Parliament 
has  now  established,  and  that  the  real 
principle  of  both  measures,  and  the  grounds 
upon  which  both  have  been  objected  to,  are 
in  fact  the  same.  Nor  is  it  true,  as  my 
noble  Friend  has  alleged,  that  this  price 
is  a  uniform  price,  applying  equally  to  land 
of  every  different  quality  and  value.  On  the 
contrary,  it  is  the  minimum  piice,  and  as  all 
land  offered  for  sale  is  in  the  first  instance 
put  up  to  auction,  that  of  a  superior  quality 
naturally  realises  a  higher  price;  and,  if  I  re- 
member right,  the  average  price  of  agricultu- 
ral land  in  South  Australia,  realised  by  auc- 
tion, baa  been  23^.  or  245.  an  acre,  instead  of 
the  minimum  of  a  pound.  My  Lords,  this  is 
not  an  occasion  on  which  it  is  possible  for 


me  to  enter  into  a  full  examination  of  the 
policy  of  imposing  the  price  which  Parlia- 
ment has  fixed  on  waste  land  in  Australia; 
but  I  cannot  forbear,  after  what  has  been 
said  by  my  noble  Friend,  calling  for  atten- 
tion to  the  effects  of  that  policy,  as  shown 
by  experience,  when  contrasted  with  the 
former  system.  Compare,  my  Lords,  the  pro- 
gress of  Southern  and  of  Western  Austra- 
lia. Western  Australia  was  founded  some 
years  earlier  than  the  other.  In  Western 
Australia  large  grants  of  land  were  made 
to  capitalists,  in  proportion  to  the  means 
they  were  supposed  to  possess.  In  South 
Australia,  on  the  other  hand,  from  the  first, 
land  has  never  been  alienated  at  a  lower 
price  than  a  pound  an  acre.  I  speak  from 
memory;  but  I  am  sure  I  am  not  greatly 
mistaken,  when  I  say  there  is  no  great 
difference  in  the  total  cost  to  this  country 
of  these  two  settlements.  South  Austra- 
lia, owing  to  extravagance  and  mismanage- 
ment at  the  outset,  has  required  assistance 
to  the  extent  of  something  more  than 
230,000Z.  Western  Australia  has  never 
required  any  one  grant  to  so  large  an 
amount;  but  having  been  from  the  first  de- 
pendent upon  the  annual  votes  of  Parlia- 
ment for  the  maintenance  of  its  civil  estab- 
lishment, the  total  amount  granted  to  it  is 
now  ^ve  or  six  thousand  pounds  more  than 
has  been  given  to  South  Australia.  Thus 
far  there  is  no  great  difference;  but  now 
Western  Australia  has  a  population  not 
yet  exceeding  5,000,  and  is  still  unable  to 
defray  its  own  expenses,  while  South  Aus- 
tralia has  a  population  which,  by  this  time 
must  exceed  30,000,  and  is  rapidly  in- 
creasing from  the  large  funds  it  possesses 
applicable  to  emigration.  It  has  also  a 
surplus  revenue  more  than  equal  to  all  its 
expenditure.  The  one  is  languishing,  and 
only  now  showing  some  symptoms  of 
emerging  from  its  long  period  of  stagnation; 
the  other  is  making  rapid  progress  in  a 
course  of  almost  unexampled  prosperity.  I 
must  add  that  these  opposite  results  are  to 
be  accounted  for  entirely  by  the  opposite 
policy  pursued  in  the  two  cases,  on  this 
subject  of  land. 

My  noble  Friend,  after  condemning  the 
system  of  land  sales  which  is  in  force  in 
Australia,  proceeded  to  express  a  still 
stronger  objection  to  the  regulations  for 
the  occupation  of  pastoral  land  (commonly 
called  squatting),  established  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Order  in  Council,  under  the  authority 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament  of  1846.  My 
Lords,  I  admit  to  my  noble  Friend,  that  it 
would  perhaps  have  been  better  if  the  eclo^ 
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nists  could  have  been  induced  to  abstain 
from  occupying  so  vast  an  extent  of  ter- 
ritory as  that  actually  ranged  over  by  their 
flocks  and  herds.  This  system,  however, 
has  grown  up,  not  by  the  encouragement 
of  the  Government,  but  the  reverse,  and  it 
rose  to  its  present  importance  from  causes 
over  which  he  had  no  control,  while  Lord 
Stanley  was  Secretary  of  State.  What- 
ever then  might  be  thought  of  the  advan- 
tages or  disadvantages  of  the  system,  when 
it  had  thus  established  itself,  all  that  re- 
mained was  to  endeavour  to  make  such 
regulations  as  should  render  it  productive 
of  as  little  evil  and  of  as  much  advantage 
as  possible.  Such  was  the  object  of  the 
regulations  which,  on  my  advice,  Her  Ma- 
jesty enacted  by  Her  Order  in  Council; 
and  when  my  noble  Friend  was  so  severe 
upon  the  ignorance  of  local  circumstances 
virhich  he  conceives  those  regulations  to 
have  evinced,  he  can  hardly  have  been 
aware  that  in  framing  those  regulations  I 
did  not  trust  to  my  own  local  knowledge 
(which  of  course  would  have  been  entirely 
insufficient),  but  I  had  the  assistance  of 
one  of  the  best  and  ablest  public  servants 
ever  employed  in  our  colonies,  I  allude  to 
the  late  Sir  George  Gipp».  I  am  happy 
also  to  inform  my  noble  Friend  that  in- 
stead of  being  so  unsuitable,  as  he  sup- 
poses, to  the  wants  of  the  colony,  it  ap- 
pears by  the  latest  accounts,  that  those 
regulations  are  likely  to  work  with  very 
great  success;  that  the  boundaries  between 
the  different  descriptions  of  land  have 
been  upon  the  whole  very  correctly  drawn ; 
and  that  a  question  of  singular  difficulty 
and  importance  has  received  the  best  solu- 
tion of  which  it  was  capable,  by  providing 
new  facilities  for  the  profitable  occupation 
of  the  territory  used  for  pastoral  purposes; 
while  at  the  same  time  enough,  and  more 
than  enough,  land  to  meet  the  wants  of 
more  permanent  settlers,  has  been  retained 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government. 

My  Lords,  I  fear  that  in  following  my 
noble  Friend,  my  observations  are  neces- 
sarily somewhat  desultory;  but  this  is  un- 
avoidable, as  I  wish  to  touch,  as  shortly  as 
I  can,  only  on  the  principal  topics  which 
he  mentioned.  The  next  point  to  which 
he  adverted  was  the  improper  abstraction, 
which  he  accused  me  of  having  sanctioned, 
of  funds  which  ought  to  have  been  re- 
served exclusively  for  British  emigration, 
to  the  conveyance  of  foreigners  to  Austra- 
lia. He  referred  to  a  statement,  which  he 
has  found  in  the  report  of  the  Emigration 
Commissioners^  of  a  negotiation  entered 


into  for  carrying  400  Silesian  emigrants  to 
Australia,  and  he  has  asked  me,  how  I 
could  have  been  guilty  of  so  gross  an  in- 
justice to  the  many  British  subjects  anxious 
to  be  conveyed  to  our  colonies,  by  enter- 
taining this  proposal;  when  I  had  myself, 
in  a  despatch  to  Sir  Henry  Pottinger,  on 
the  subject  of  a  projected  emigration  of 
Germans  to  Natal,  expressed  my  opinion 
that  funds  applicable  to  emigration,  derived 
from  the  sale  of  colonial  lands,  ought  to 
be  devoted  only  to  the  conveyance  of 
British  subjects.  Subject  to  one  qualifica^ 
tion,  I  hold  that  opinion,  and  I  have  uni- 
formly and  steadily  acted  upon  it,  and  I 
have  refused  to  sanction  the  application  of 
any  portion  of  the  territorial  revenue  of  the 
colonies,  set  apart  for  emigration,  to 
the  conveyance  either  of  Germans  from 
Hamburgh,  or  of  Coolies  from  India,  or 
of  Chinese  from  Singapore,  to  our  colo- 
nies. I  have  invariably  maintained  the 
principle,  that  as  these  colonies  have 
been  established  and  are  defended  at  the 
cost  of  the  empire,  their  vacant  lands 
must  be  considered  as  the  inheritance 
of  British  subjects.  I  have  said  that  there 
is  one  exception  to  this  principle.  The 
climate  of  the  Australian  colonics  is  adapt- 
ed to  some  kinds  of  cultivation,  of  which 
in  these  islands  we  have  no  experience. 
The  vine  and  the  olive  both  flourish  in 
those  colonies,  and  therefore  it  is  greatly 
for  their  advantage  and  that  of  the  em- 
pire at  large,  that  there  should  be 'intro- 
duced into  them  a  limited  number  of  the 
natives  of  those  parts  of  Europe  in  which 
these  branches  of  industry  are  successfully 
prosecuted.  With  this  view,  regulations 
have  been  established  by  the  colonial  go- 
vernments, and  sanctioned,  I  believe,  by 
Lord  Stanley  (and  which,  if  not  already 
sanctioned  by  him,  undoubtedly  would  have 
been  so  by  myself),  permitting  the  applica- 
tion of  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of  land, 
to  the  introduction  of  a  few  emigrants  of 
this  description. 

Now,  my  Lords,  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
jected emigration  from  Silesia,  my  explana- 
tion is  simply  this,  that  except  some  few 
who  would  have  come  within  the  rule  I 
have  mentioned,  these  foreigners  were  to 
have  been  carried  to  Australia,  not  by 
Australian  but  by  Silesian  money.  No 
part  of  the  land  fund  of  Australia,  except 
that  contributed  by  Silesian  land  pro- 
prietors, with  the  view  to  this  emigration, 
would  have  been  allowed  to  be  thus  ap- 
plied; no  British  emigrant,  therefore,  would 
have  lost  the  means  of  conveyance  which 
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he  would  otherwise  have  enjoyed,  and  the 
colony  would  have  gained  hy  the  introduc- 
tion not  only  of  lahourers,  hut  of  capitalists 
from  Silesia.  The  scheme,  however,  as  has 
been  explained  hy  the  Commissioners  in 
their  report,  was  rendered  abortive,  or  at 
any  rate  suspended  by  the  political  convul- 
sions of  Germany.* 

But,  my  Lords,  the  severest  censure 
pronounced  upon  me,  by  my  noble  Friend, 
was  for  having  entirely  neglected  the  sub- 
ject of  emigration  to  North  America,  and 
more  especially  for  not  having  done  any- 
thing to  fulfil  the  promise  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
Address  voted  last  year  by  the  House  of 
Commons — to  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  in- 
stituted in  the  colonies  into  the  best  mode 
of  extending  and  promoting  emigration.  It 
is  true,  my  Lords,  that  I  did  not  in  a  formal 
despatch  send  a  copy  of  the  Address  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  the  governors  of  the 
colonies,  and  direct  them  to  institute  the 
contemplated   inquiry  into  the  means   of 


*  lu  making  this  statement  I  spoke  from  me- 
mory as  to  the  effect  of  a  correspondence  which 
took  place  several  months  ago,  and  of  which  I 
find,  upon  referring  to  it,  that  my  recollection  was 
not  quite  accurate.  It  appears  that  in  this  case 
the  purchase  of  land  by  some  of  the  intended  emi- 
grants formed  no  part  of  the  plan,  and  that  its  ob- 
ject was  to  obtain  for  the  colony,  at  a  very  cheap 
rate,  a  party  of  emigrant  labourers,  including  some 
skilled  id  the  cultivation  of  the  vine  ;  a  farther  ob- 
ject being  to  establish  a  connexion  between  the 
district  of  Port  Philip  and  a  part  of  Germany, 
whence  a  large  number  of  settlers  might  be  ex- 
pected to  follow  at  their  own  cost.  With  these 
views  it  was  proposed  by  a  gentleman  connected 
.with  the  colony  that  a  party  of  about  two  hundred 
Moravians  of  Lower  Silesia,  described  as  "  com- 
prising vine-dressers  and  agricultural  and  pastoral 
labourers,  with  a  few  mechanics,  and  accompanied 
by  one  or  two  principals  or  educated  persons,** 
should  be  allowed  a  bounty  of  6^.  for  each  person, 
to  assist  them  in  emigrating  to  Port  Philip.  This 
was  afterwards  changed  to  a  proposal  to  send  four 
hundred  people  at  21.  lOs.  It  was  represented 
that  from  their  occupations  many  of  the  party 
would  have  been  qualified  by  the  existing  regula- 
tions to  have  demanded  the  high  bounty  of  18^. 
each,  if  they  bad  gone  out  in  consequence  of  orders 
for  foreign  labourers,  specially  transmitted  from 
employers  in  the  colony,  and  that  a  very  much 
larger  sum  would  thus  have  been  paid  for  a  por- 
tion of  these  labourers  than  was  asked  for  the 
whole  party.  The  arrangement  would  therefore 
have  obviously  been  highly  beneficial  to  the  co- 
lony, as  in  addition  to  the  labourers  skilled  in  a 
peculiar  branch  of  industry  who  were  required,  it 
would  have  obtained  several  more  very  useful  set- 
tlers at  a  cost  in  all  considerably  less  than  that 
which  it  would  have  been  considered  worth  while 
to  incur  for  the  former  alone.  The  small  sum  of 
1,000^  intended  to  have  been  thus  applied,  was 
not  to  have  been  taken  from  the  moiety  of  the 
land  fund  set  apart  by  law  for  immigration. 


extending  emigration;  but  both  before  and 
after  that  Address  was  voted,  I  had  been 
in  correspondence  with  the  colonial  go- 
vernors upon  this  most  important  subject; 
and  if  your  Lordships  will  refer  to  the 
papers  which  have  from  time  to  time  been 
laid  upon  your  table,  you  will  see  that  the 
means  of  promoting  an  extended  emigra- 
tion and  the  settlement  of  the  lands  of  Ca- 
nada and  New  Bruswick,  have  constantly 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  governors, 
and  no  less  so  my  own. 

My  noble  Friend,  indeed,  has  himself 
quoted  from  my  despatches,  instructions 
given  by  me  upon  this  subject,  which 
would  show  how  little  it  has  been  neg- 
lected; and  he  has  actually  made  it  a 
matter  of  charge  against  me,  that  while  I 
have  written  so  strongly  in  favour  of  a 
more  regular  and  systematic  occupation  of 
the  territory  of  Canada,  no  measures  of 
the  kind  I  have  recommended  have  been 
adopted.  My  Lords,  the  reason  why  no 
such  measures  have  beeh  carried  into 
effect  is,  that  I  still  retain  the  opinion 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  taunted  me 
with  having  expressed  in  1845,  that  it  is 
impossible  to  administer  from  Downing 
Street  the  local  affairs  of  all  the  colonial 
dependencies  of  the  British  Crown.  I  en- 
tertain, and  I  act  upon  that  opinion,  and 
that  is  the  reason  why  I  have  not  attempt- 
ed to  enforce  my  own  views,  though  I  still 
continue  to  believe  that  if  the  price  of  land 
were  raised  in  Canada — the  produce  of  the 
sale  being  devoted  to  the  construction  of 
roads  and  other  works  necessary  for  the 
profitable  occupation  of  the  soil — the  pur- 
chasers of  land  would  obtain  it  in  reality  , 
cheaper  than  at  present,  while  the  settle- 
ment of  the  territory,  instead  of  proceed- 
ing in  the  desultory  manner  it  now  does, 
would  be  carried  forward  with  regularity, 
and  civilised  society  would,  as  it  were, 
be  gradually  pushed  forward  into  the 
forests.  Though  I  have  seen  no  reason 
to  alter  my  views  upon  this  subject,  I 
certainly  am  not  prepared  to  press  for 
the  adoption  of  this  policy,  contrary  to 
the  opinion  of  all  who  have  most  local 
knowledge  and  experience — against  the 
judgment  of  Lord  Sydenham,  of  Sir  C. 
Bagot,  of  Lord  Metcalfe,  of  Lord  Elgin,  of 
their  different  Executive  Councils,  of  the 
Provincial  Parliament,  and  of  the  va- 
rious land  companies,  who  have  all  con- 
sidered and  agreed  in  rejecting  as  imprac- 
ticable the  various  plans  which  have  been 
proposed  for  the  more  regular  settlement 
of  large  bodies  of  emigrants.     My  Lords, 
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this  is  a  subject  upon  which  the  Canadians 
have  a  right  to  demand  that  their  views 
and  their  judgment,  not  those  of  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  should  prevail. 

But  my  noble  Friend  has  complained 
that,  instead  of  promoting,  we  have  check- 
ed emigratipn  to  our  North  American  colo- 
nies ;  and  he  has  reverted  to  the  subject 
he  has  more  tban  once  previously  men- 
tioned, of  the  laws  for  regulating  emigra- 
tion which  the  legislatures  of  those  colo- 
nies have  lately  passed.  I  have  already 
had  occasion  to  explain  to  your  Lordships 
the  reasons  which  rendered  the  passing  of 
some  such  laws  absolutely  necessary ;  and 
I  confess  I  heard  with  great  regret  the  in- 
vidious contrast  between  the  conduct  of 
Canada  and  of  the  State  of  New  York 
towards  the  Irish  emigrants,  which  has 
been  drawn ;  a  contrast  more  unjust  than 
even  the  rest  of  the  speech  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  made  this  evening.  My 
noble  Friend  says,  that  while  Canada 
levies  a  much  heavier  tax  upon  emigrants 
than  New  York,  she  does  far  less  for 
them.  Nothing  can  be  more  contrary  to 
the  fact.  It  may  be  true  that,  by  the  re- 
cent law,  the  tax  charged  upon  emigrants 
may  be  somewhat  higher  in  Canada  ;  but, 
in  return  for  that  tax,  Canada  provides 
not  only  hospital  accommodation,  but  gra- 
tuitous conveyance  to  the  distant  parts  of 
the  province,  where  they  proceed  in  search 
of  employment,  for  the  emigrants  that 
come  to  the  St.  Lawrence.  The  hospitals 
provided  in  New  York  may  be  larger  and 
better;  but  when  the  relative  means  of 
the  two  countries  are  compared,  the  efforts 
made  by  Canada  are  certainly  not  the 
least.  It  is  only  within  these  few  days 
that  I  have  received  the  full  details  of  the 
sufferings  endured  by  themselves,  and  oc- 
casioned to  the  colony  by  the  emigrants 
who  last  year  resorted,  to  Canada ;  and  I 
earnestly  recommend  to  your  Lordships' 
attention  the  report  upon  this  subject  of 
Dr.  Douglas,  the  superintendent  of  the 
quarantine  establishment  in  the  St.  Law- 
rence, which  is  included  in  the  papers  I 
have  just  presented.  When  you  have 
read  that  report,  I  think  you  will  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  equally  ungrateful  and 
unjust  in  my  noble  Friend,  to  censure  the 
Canadian  authorities  for  their  conduct  to- 
wards the  Irish  emigrants,  when,  on  the 
contrary,  they  are  entitled  to  the  very 
liighest  praise.  It  is  true  that  last  year 
great  calamities  occurred.  The  extent  of 
emigration,  and  the  amount  of  sickness, 
far  exceeded  what  either  Her  Majesty's 


Government  or  the  provincial  authorities 
could  possibly  have  anticipated.  A  large 
and  sickly  emigration  was  expected,  and, 
accordingly,  provision  was  made  for  assist- 
ing more  than  double  the  number  of  sick 
that  had,  in  any  former  year,  been  thrown 
at  once  upon  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment; but,  as  by  the  laws  last  year  in 
force  in  Canada,  and  the  United  States 
respectively,  emigrants  were  allowed  to 
proceed  to  the  former  with  far  worse  ac- 
commodation than  to  the  latter,  and,  con- 
sequently, at  a  cheaper  rate,  all  the  poor- 
est and  most  destitute  flocked  to  Canada, 
whilst  those  who  were  better  off,  avoiding 
contact  with  such  wretched  objects,  went 
to  the  United  States.  The  consequence 
was,  that  almost  as  soon  as  the  navigation 
opened,  such  crowds  of  sufferers  accumu- 
lated at  Grosse  Isle,  that  the  accommoda- 
tion provided  proved  utterly  insufficient, 
and  the  numbers  who  continued  to  arrive, 
sick  and  dying,  were  so  overwhelming  that 
no  exertions  that  could  be  made  could 
keep  pace  with  the  still  increasing  de- 
mands for  aid  under  such  appalling  diffi- 
culties. But  no  possible  exertions  were 
omitted.  The  energy  and  the  judgment 
displayed,  from  the  Governor  General  to 
the  most  subordinate  officers,  in  carrying 
into  effect,  with  the  utmost  promptitude, 
every  arrangement  which  could  be  made 
for  the  mitigation  of  the  evil,  deserve  the 
greatest  credit.  Above  all,  our  highest 
admiration  is  due  to  the  self-devotion  with 
which  the  clergy,  of  all  persuasions,  and 
the  medical  officers,  exposed  themselves  to 
the  greatest  dangers;  and,  I  deeply  regret 
to  say,  in  too  many  cases  to  death,  in  the 
discharge  of  duties  the  most  painful  and 
the  most  disgusting.  After  so  fearful  an 
experience  of  the  necessity  of  stringent 
regulations,  my  noble  Friend  has  no  right 
to  complain  of  the  law  which  the  Canadian 
Legislature  has  passed  ;  I  trust,  however, 
that  in  some  respects  the  law  will  be  re- 
laxed; but,  even  as  it  stands,  the  informa- 
tion which  has  been  received  shows  that  it 
has  proved  very  beneficial.  I  have  been 
informed,  within  these  two  days,  by  a 
member  of  the  provincial  legislature  now 
in  England,  that  it  has  effected  a  marked 
improvement  in  the  description  of  emi- 
grants who  have  proceeded  to  Canada. 

My  noble  Friend  has  urged,  that  emi- 
gration should  not  be  allowed  to  proceed 
without  regulation,  and  at  random,  but 
that  the  emigrants  should  be  directed  and 
assisted  by  the  Government.  My  Lords, 
this  is  what  the  Government  endeavours  to 
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do,  and — I  will  add — ^has  done.  Arrange- 
inento  are  made,  and  most  effectivelj  made, 
for  receiving  and  directing  to  the  quarters 
where  they  can  ohtain  employment,  the 
emigrants  who  proceed  to  our  North  Ame- 
rican colonies.  But  my  nohle  Friend  wants 
something  more.  He  wants  the  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  the  task  of  selecting 
and  carrying  out  those  who  are  to  emigrate. 
My  Lords,  I  am  convinced  that  the  attempt 
to  do  so  would  he  the  greatest  hlow  that 
could  he  inflicted  upon  emigration.  How, 
let  me  ask,  is  it  possible  that  any  machi- 
nery of  Government  officers  for  selecting 
and  conveying  such  a  multitude  as  a 
quarter  of  a  million  of  emigrants,  could  do 
otherwise  than  prove  a  failure;  while,  if 
such  a  task  were  undertaken,  those  who 
were  sent  out  would  consider  the  Govern- 
ment responsible  for  providing  for  them, 
and  we  should  have  a  repetition  of  all  those 
abuses,  and  those  evils,  which  arose  from 
the  Irish  relief  works  of  last  year.  I  re- 
peat that  the  proper  functions  of  a  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter  are  not  to  supersede 
the  efforts  of  individuals,  but  rather  to 
guide  and  assist  individual  exertion. 

But  my  noble  Friend  thinks  we  should 
go  still  further,  and,  if  I  rightly  under- 
stand him,  he  contends  that  Parliament 
ought  to  be  called  upon  for  a  large  grant 
of  money  for  public  works  to  be  underta- 
ken in  the  North  American  provinces,  to 
give  employment  to  the  emigrants. 

My  Lords,  upon  this  subject  I  think  it 
only  necessary  now  to  say,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  a  large  advance  of  money,  taken 
from  the  produce  of  our  taxes,  for  public 
works  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  is 
one  which,  in  tl^e  present  state  of  our 
finances,  is  at  least  full  of  difficulty.  But 
when  my  noble  Friend  refers  to  the  pro- 
jected railway  from  Quebec  to  Halifax  as 
one  which  we  ought  to  have  considered,  I 
beg  to  assure  him  that  we  have  not  omitted 
to  do  so.  The  construction  of  that  rail- 
way, I  agree  with  him  in  regarding  as  an 
object,  not  only  of  colonial,  but  of  imperial 
interest.  It  has  been  viewed  in  this  light 
by  the  preceding  Administration  as  well  as 
by  ourselves;  and  officers  of  the  Royal  En- 
gineers, under  the  directions  of  the  Board 
of  Ordnance,  have  accordingly,  for  more 
than  two  years,  been  employed  in  making 
the  survey  which  is  necessary  before  such 
a  work  could  be  decided  upon.  The  final 
report  of  that  survey  has  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived, but  it  is  expected  almost  imme- 
diately. In  the  meantime  the  provincial 
authorities  are  occupied  in  collecting  infor- 


mation as  to  the  traffic  to  be  expected,  and 
in  considering  what  arrangements  might 
be  made  for  undertaking  this  great  work. 
When  the  means  of  forming  a  judgment 
shall  thus  be  placed  within  our  reach.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  lose  a  day 
in  deliberating  on  the  measures  it  may  be 
expedient  to  adopt. 

In  conclusion,  my  Lords,  I  have  only  to 
add  that  my  noble  Friend  has  altogether 
misunderstood  what  I  said,  when  he  has 
represented  me  as  having  expressed  an 
opinion  that  we  ought  to  rest  satisfied 
with  what  has  already  been  accomplished 
in  the  way  of  emigration.  On  the  contrary, 
my  argument  was,  that  though  we  should 
proceed  upon  the  same  principle  as  hereto* 
fore,  yet  it  was  the  very  nature  of  mea- 
sures resting  upon  a  sound  principle,  that 
they  should  be  progressive,  and  that,  to 
use  my  noble  Friend's  expression,  emigra- 
tion should  beget  emigration.  I  pointed 
out  to  you  to  how  great  an  extent  this 
had  already  been  the  case,  and  that,  with 
regard  to  Australia,  a  system  of  promoting 
emigration  begun  seventeen  years  ago, 
upon  the  smallest  scale,  had  gradually 
been  extended,  and  was  now  producing  re- 
sults of  national  importance,  with  every 
prospect  that  in  each  succeeding  period  of 
ilve  or  ten  years  the  current  of  emigration 
will  be  found  to  have  become  larger  and 
stronger. 

My  Lords,  I  have  no  doubt  that  this 
will  be  the  case,  and  that  we  shall  see  (if 
injudicious  efforts  to  accomplish  more  than 
can  be  effected  do  not  mar  our  prospects) 
that  in  the  course  of  a  few  more  years  the 
numbers  of  our  fellow-subjects  in  the  dis- 
tant regions  of  the  earth  are  increased  to 
an  extent  it  is  impossible  now  to  calculate. 

Papers  laid  on  the  table. 

UNLAWFUL  OATHS  ACTS  (IRELAND)  CON- 
TINUANCE AND  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
he  rose  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  which  had  for  its  object  the  con- 
tinuance and  amendment  of  certain  Acts 
respecting  secret  and  illegal  societies  in 
Ireland.  It  was  almost  unnecessary  for 
him  to  say  that  those  societies  were  illegal 
which  were  bound  together  by  secret  and 
unlawful  oaths.  The  law  as  it  stood,  with- 
out the  aid  of  further  provision,  was  suffi- 
cient to  deal  with  illegal  meetings  wherever 
the  real  character  of  such  meetings  could 
be  ascertained;  but  some  definition  was 
necessary  as  to  what  these  societies  were. 
The  great  difficulty  was  in  finding  out  and 
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diatiniTUTslnTig  what  werti  secret  societies, 
There  eouW  bo  no  douht  that  they  had  re- 
cently existeii  (o  a  very  great  extent  in 
Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  and 
organising  a  cotisptracY  for  seditious  and 
treasonahle  purpQaes,  The  coii9e(|ueiice  of 
this  was  that  by  means  of  these  secret 
cluhs  and  societies,  an  organisation  had 
been  completed  throughout  the  country 
which  had  recently  led  to  so  nuich  mis- 
chief, hut  which  had  hcen  prevented  ex- 
tending to  the  degree  that  the  promoters 
of  it  intended.  Unless  means  were  found 
by  which  these  secret  Boe'tettes  and  clubs 
could  be  suppressed,  it  was  vain  to  look 
for  tranquillity  in  Ireland,  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  many  of  the  outrages 
comrnitted,  and  the  recent  organisation  of 
the  disaffected  for  insurrection,  origijiated 
in  these  secret  societies.  The  present  Bill 
proposed  to  continue  the  two  existing  Acts 
on  the  subject  (the  4th  Geo.  IV.  c*  87;  and 
2nd  and  3rd  Vic,  e,  74),  with  some  addi- 
tions. To  obtain  actual  information  as  to 
parties  being  sworn  lu  members  of  these 
secret  clubs  would  be  a  matter  of  great 
difli«;ult3';  hut  still  he  thought  means  might 
be  devised  by  which  this  might  be  ejected 
more  satisfactorily  than  was  the  case  under 
the  present  state  of  the  law.  In  the  pre- 
Bent  Bill  he  proposed  a  clause,  that  before 
a  warrant  was  issued  for  the  apprehension 
of  parties  as  menibcrs  of  such  fiocieties, 
an  oath  should  be  taken  by  the  party  giv- 
ing the  information  tliat  there  was  reason- 
able ground  to  believe  that  such  oaths  were 
administered,  and  that  the  parties  were 
engaged  in  unlawful  or  seditious  practices. 
The  Bill  then  authorised  any  magistrate  to 
issue  his  warrant;  and^  under  the  authority 
of  that  warrantt  it  was  proposed  to  em* 
power  certain  officers  to  attend  the  meet^ 
ings»  to  restrain  them  if  necessary,  and  to 
search  for  and  examine  books  and  papers* 
It  bad  been  suggested  tliat  the  Bill  should 
go  a  little  further,  and  give  some  more  imme- 
diate remedy  against  the  persons  forming 
these  societies.  After  considering  the  mat- 
ter, he  conceived  that  this  was  not  at  all 
necessary.  If  the  societies,  as  they  ex- 
isted, were  illegalt  all  that  was  wanted  was 
access  to  the  meetings  for  tlie  purpose  of 
proving  their  illegality.  The  police,  hav- 
ing obtained  access,  would  ascertain  that 
illegal  practices  were  carried  on,  and  the 
societies  w^ould  then  come  under  the  provi- 
sions of  former  Acts.  The  authorities 
would,  in  fact.  Be  armed  witli  all  tlie  pro- 
visions that  could  be  needed,  and  to  secure 
that  object  it  was  not  at  all  necessary  to 


alter  the  provisions  of  former  Acts,  Par- 
ties otFending  against  the  law  would  be 
amenable  under  the  existing  statutes.  The 
great  object  was  to  prevent  these  illegal 
societies  from  carrying  on  their  practices 
in  private,  and  for  this  pui-pose  means 
were  proposed  to  enable  the  police  to  de- 
tect tliem  in  their  unlawful  pursuits.  The 
officer,  when  authorised  by  the  warrant  of 
a  magistrate,  was  to  be  at  liberty  to  con- 
tinue in  the  place  of  meeting  as  long  as 
he  considered  it  efcpedient  to  do  so.  He 
would,  of  course,  check  any  illegal  transac- 
tion which  was  going  on  during  his  pre* 
scnce;  and,  what  was  most  important,  he 
would  be  able  to  inform  himself,  by  an  ex- 
amination of  books  and  documents,  as  to 
tlie  object  of  the  society.  This  was  un- 
doubtedly an  invasion  of  the  rights  and  pri- 
leges  of  the  Queen's  subjects,  but  it  was 
an  invasion  which  was  not  carried  further 
than  the  state  of  Ireland  absolutely  re- 
quired ;  and  he  believed  that,  after  the 
fullest  consideration  had  been  given  to  the 
proposed  measure,  it  would  be  found  that 
nothing  short  of  the  powers  which  the  Bill 
provided  would  enable  the  Government  of 
Ireland  to  prevent  the  revival  of  those  se- 
cret societies  which  had  produced  so  mueb 
evil,  and  which  required  to  be  checked  by 
the  authority  of  the  law.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  thot  their  Lordships  would  sanc- 
tion the  Bill. 

The  Eaiil  of  GLENGALL  said,  it  had 
been  his  intention — the  present  state  of  i 
the  House  alone  prevented  him  from  fulfill- 
ing it^ — to  move  that  a  portion  of  the  Act 
passed  in  1833  should  be  inserted  in  the 
measure  under  consideration;  and  the  pur- 
pose for  which  he  meant  to  make  that  pro- 
posal was  the  putting  down  of  the  Repeal 
Association  which  met  on  Burgh  Quay.  On 
learning  that  measures  of  that  dcscriptioa 
ivere  about  to  be  introduced,  he  had  hoped 
that  the  examjde  set  by  a  former  Adminis- 
tration would  bo  followed  at  the  present 
time;  ami  he  could  not  but  exprc'is  the 
disappointtncnt  which  he  felt  at  finding 
that  it  had  not.  Now,  having  looked  over 
the  four  or  five  Acts  which,  by  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  were  to  be  renewed  and 
extended  for  two  years,  he  had  come  to  i 
the  conclusion  that  the  course  pro}>08ed 
would  not  lead  to  the  breaking  up  of  the 
clubs.  Under  the  2nd  and  ord  Vict.,  and 
4th  Geo.  IV,,  it  was  necessary  that  tho  I 
members  of  tho  associations  to  be  sup- 
pressed should  have  bound  themselves  by  j 
oaths.  The  clubs  in  Ireland  had  no  oaths, 
though   the  members   understood  one  an- 
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other  perfectly  well.  He  would  like  very 
much  to  he  hetter  informed  on  that  suh- 
ject,  and  would  he  glad  if  the  nohle  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Camphell) 
would  state  whether  or  not  magistrates, 
and  other  authorities,  in  Ireland  could, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  hring 
members  of  the  clubs  to  justice  as  of- 
fenders against  the  law. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that,  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  appealed  to  him,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  answer  the  question  propound- 
ed. The  noble  Earl  seemed  to  forget  al- 
together that  there  was  such  a  thing  as 
the  common  law.  There  were  statutes 
directed  against  illegal  meetings,  which 
gave  tests  of  illegality;  and,  without  going 
further,  he  would  observe,  that  if  it  could 
be  proved  that  illegal  oaths  were  adminis- 
tered, or  that  illegal  pass-words  were  used, 
meetings  at  which  such  things  occurred 
were  at  once  adjudged  by  the  law  to  be 
illegal.  But,  without  that,  according  to 
the  common  law  of  England,  which  was  also 
the  common  law  of  Ireland,  if  meetings 
were  held  for  any  seditious  or  treasonable 
purpose  they  were  illegal,  and  all,  there- 
fore, who  attended  them  might  be  punish- 
ed. What  was  now  wanted  was,  to  obtain 
evidence  of  the  purpose  for  which  these 
meetings  were  assembled.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  enable  police  officers,  with 
the  sanction  of  a  magistrate,  to  enter  any 
house  or  place  where  it  was  supposed  or 
suspected  that  an  illegal  meeting  was  as- 
sembled, and  to  ascertain  the  purposes  for 
which  that  meeting  had  been  convened. 
If  the  parties  attending  were  discovered 
to  be  preparing  for  an  insurrection,  or  for 
the  bearing  of  arms,  or,  in  fact,  to  be 
doing  any  thing  which  was  illegal,  they 
would  be  liable  to  be  apprehended;  and 
should  they  be  brought  before  the  noble 
Earl  as  a  magistrate,  he  advised  the  noble 
Earl  immediately  to  commit  them  to  gaol. 
He  (Lord  Campbell)  would  indemnify  him 
against  any  consequences  which  might  fol- 
low from  the  granting  of  the  warrant. 
There  was  one  error  prevalent  in  Ireland 
to  which  he  wished  briefly  to  allude.  The 
people  of  that  country  seemed  to  suppose 
that  nothing  was  illegal  except  what  was 
forbidden  by  the  statute.  They  appeared 
to  imagine  that  it  was  lawful  for  them  to 
have  arras  in  their  hands  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  on  an  insurrection  against  the 
Queen's  Government  if  there  were  no 
statute  to  forbid  it.  Now,  the  common 
law  forbade  this.  Wherever  arms  were 
found  under  such  circumstances  might  be 


seized,  and  those  who  had  them  for  that 
illegal  purpose  were  liable  to  be  imprison- 
ed, brought  to  trial,  and  punished.  With- 
out any  statute,  if  people  assembled  for  a 
seditious  or  treasonable  purpose,  and  it 
was  proved  that  they  had  so  assembled, 
although  they  might  not  have  administered 
any  illegal  oath,  or  employed  any  illegal 
pass-word,  still  they  were  amenable  to  the 
law,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  a  magistrate 
to  put  the  law  in  force  against  them. 
Therefore,  the  noble  Earl  might  be  per- 
fectly tranquil  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty, 
in  which  he  (Lord  Campbell)  was  sure  the 
noble  Earl  was  most  earnest;  wherever 
there  appeared  to  be  any  conspiracy  against 
the  existing  Government  of  the  country, 
or  wherever  people  were  apparently  com- 
bining to  violate  the  law,  the  noble  Earl 
might  fairly  believe  the  parties  to  be  guilty 
of  a  crime,  and  might  resort  to  the  means 
requisite  to  bring  them  to  punishment. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  thought  there  was 
great  evil  in  the  habitual  renewal  of  tem- 
porary measures  for  the  government  of 
Ireland,  when  experience  had  proved  such 
measures  to  be  permanently  necessary. 
There  was  nothing  either  in  the  2nd  and 
3rd  Vict.,  or  in  the  4th  Geo.  IV.,  which, 
after  recent  experience,  ought  not  to  be 
made  permanent  in  its  application.  At 
that  period  of  the  Session  he  would  not 
raise  any  obstruction  to  the  passing  of  the 
Bill;  but  he  certainly  thought  that  two 
years  was  an  unnecessarily  short  period 
for  the  continuance  of  the  Acts  to  be  re- 
newed. 

Bill  read  2». 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  August  10, 1848. 

MiifOTBff.]  Public  Bills.— 1<>  Comroons  iDclonire  Act 
Amendment;  Militia  Pay;  Out  Pensionen;  Fever  (Ire- 
land); Taxing;  EoelesiasUcal  Patronage  Suits  Compro- 
mise (Ireland);  Officers  of  Courts  of  Justice  (Ireland)t 
Assimilation  of  Appointments. 
2*  Steam  Navigation ;  Fees  (Court  of  Chancery) ;  Poor 
Removal  (No.  S);  Nuisances  and  Contagious  Diseases; 
Petty  Bag  Offices,  &c  (Court  of  Chancery) ;  Boroughs 
Incorporation. 
Reported. — Court  of  Justiciary  (Scotland) ;  Criminal  Law 
Administration  Amendment;  Registers  of  Sasines,  ^c., 
(Scotland) ;  Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion  (Ireland) ; 
Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools ;  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections;  Tithe  Rent  Charge,  ^c.,  (Ireland)  (No.S); 
Fisheries  (Ireland). 

Pbtitiomb  Prbsbntkd.  By  Colonel  Thompson,  from 
Members  of  the  Congregation  of  Wesleyan  Methodists, 
in  the  Town  of  Betley,  Staflbrdshire,  for  a  Better  Observ- 
ance of  the  Lord's  Day. — By  Sir  George  Grey,  from  the 
Guardians  of  the  Berwick-upon-Tweed  Union,  in  favour 
of  the  Marriage  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Lushington, 
from  the  Directors  of  the  Scottish  Anti-SUte  Church  Aa- 
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all  cases,  and  not  merely  to  the  divesting 
of  the  proprietors  of  large  estates.  He 
entreated  the  Government  to  give  him  an 
assurance  that  the  Irish  Society  would  be 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill; 
or  that  the  measure  would  be  postponed 
until  next  Session,  in  order  that,  by  a  dif- 
ferent framing  of  the  Bill,  the  objections 
to  its  provisions  might  be  obviated. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  referred  to  se- 
veral  opinions  delivered  by  law  authorities 
in  Ireland,  with  the  view  of  demonstrating 
the  evils  and  inconveniences  arising  out  of 
the  existing  system.  It  had  created,  over 
and  over  again,  the  most  extensive  and  most 
vexatious  kinds  of  litigation,  and  had  done 
more  to  give  insecurity  to  property  in  Ire- 
land than  almost  anything  else.  Every 
care  had  been  taken  in  framing  the  Bill 
not  to  deprive  the  Irish  Society  or  other 
proprietors  of  any  power  of  enforcing 
claims  and  conditions  on  which  the  leases 
were  now  held.  The  object  of  the  mea* 
sure  was  to  give  increased  security  to  pro-* 
perty;  and  he  believed  that  it  would  be 
found  beneficial  both  to  the  proprietor  and 
lessee. 

House  in  Committee  pro  formd.  Re- 
sumed.    Bill  to  be  recommitted. 


sociation,  for  the  Withdrawal  of  the  Regium  Donum  I 
Grant— By  Mr.  Hume,  from  several  Inhabitants  of 
Edinburgh,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Annuity  Tax  (Scotland). 
— By  Mr.  J.  E.  Vivian,  flrom  Adventurers  in  British 
Copper  Mines  in  Camborne,  and  its  Vicinity,  against  the 
Copper  and  Lead  DuUes  Bill— By  Mr.  William  Lock- 
hart,  from  several  Wine  and  Spirit  Merchants  of  Ayr,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  British  Spirits  Warehousing  Bill.— 
By  Mr.  Chisholm  Anstey,  from  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
County  of  Sligo,  for  an  Abolition  of  the  Coroner's  Office 
(Ireland).— From  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Cork, 
praying  for  the  Relief  of  the  Distreu  to  Ireland.— By 
Mr.  Reynolds,  fVom  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Burgesses  of  Dublin,  for  Alteration  of  the  Dublin  Police 
Bill.— By  Sir  De  Lacy  Evans,  from  the  Parish  of  St 
Jilartin.in-the-Fields,  Westminster,  for  Alteration  of  the 
Metropolitan  Commissions  of  Sewers  Bill.— By  Mr.  C. 
Lewis,  from  the  Guardians  of  the  Hereford  Union, 
against  the  Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools  Bill.— By 
Colonel  Kemeys  Tynte,  from  Jonathan  Toogood,  M.  D. 
of  Torquay.  Devonshire,  for  Restricting  the  Sale  of  Poi- 
sons.—By  Mr.  Anstey,  from  the  Grand  Jury  of  Sliiro, 
for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).- By  Mr. 
Spooner,  from  the  Guardians  of  the  Aston  Union,  War- 
wickshire, for  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charge* 
Bill.— By  Mr.  W.  Lockhart.  from  the  Presbytery  of  Ham- 
ilton, for  Alteration  of  the  Registering  Births,  Ac  (Scot- 
land) BilL— By  Mr.  Fuller,  from  the  Parish  of  Rye, 
Sussex,  to  take  the  Turnpike  TrusU  into  Consideration. 

RENEWABLE  LEASEHOLD  CONVERSION 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee, 

Mr.  law  opposed  the  further  progress 
of  the  measure.  It  was  a  Bill  seriously 
affecting  English  owners,  whether  ab- 
sentees or  residents  of  Irish  property,  and 
went,  in  fact,  to  convert  the  fee-simple  of 
their  land  into  a  fee  farm  rent,  and  to  con- 
fer upon  middlemen  the  freehold  now 
vested  in  proprietors.  This  was  the  first 
time  that  an  arbitrary  law  had  struck  at 
the  power,  of  the  Irish  Society  in  the 
plantation  in  Ulster  since  the  reign  of 
Charles  I.;  and  he  thought  it  was  an  ex- 
treme hardship  that  such  a  course  should 
be  pursued  towards  a  public  body  like  this, 
created  for  public  purposes,  and  who,  with 
the  rarest  exceptions,  were  the  only  con- 
tributors to  schools  and  public  institutions. 
The  Irish  Society  stated  that  one  of  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  was  a  gentleman 
whose  estate  was  liable  to  be  forfeited,  and 
that  he  promoted  it  in  order  to  set  aside 
the  forfeiture,  and  to  convey  to  himself  a 
freehold  in  his  estate.  The  Bill  sanctioned 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a  complete 
spoliation  of  property  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  occupier  and  real  proprietor,  and  for 
the  benefit  of  middlemen.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  measure  was  altogether  bad ; 
there  were  many  things  in  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  and  in  some  of  its  provisions  which 
be  did  not  complain  of;  but  a  measure 
affecting  property  to  so  large  an  extent 
should  have  machinery  which  applied  to 
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House  in  Committee  on  the  laws  relat- 
ing to  navigation  and  the  registration  of 
ships  and  seamen. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  in  plac- 
ing in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman  the  re- 
solution he  was  about  to  move,  it  was 
scarcely  necessary  for  him  to  remind  the 
House  that  the  Government  had  been  com- 
pelled, very  reluctant)y,  to  give  up  all  ex- 
pectation of  being  able,  during  the  present 
Session,  to  pass  a  Bill  for  the  alteration  of 
the  navigation  laws.  He  hoped  the  ques- 
tion might  be  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  next  year,  at  so  early  a  period 
as  to  insure  its  receiving  that  full  consider- 
ation which  its  importance  deserved,  and 
to  enable  Parliament  to  adopt  a  matured 
measure.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  attempt  to  pass  any  measure 
on  the  subject  during  the  present  Session; 
but  they  were  desirous  to  be  enabled  to  lay 
their  views  before  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try in  the  shape  of  a  Bill,  which  would  be 
a  much  more  satisfactory  way  of  present- 
ing the  subject  to  their  attention  than  by 
the  statement  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
He  believed  there  was  a  general  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  House  to  assent  to 
this  course;    and   he   considered   that  it 
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would  be  altogether  inconsistent  with  the 
spirit  of  the  agreement  which  had  been 
entered  into  if  he  were  to  say  anything 
that  could  lead  to  a  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  begged,  therefore,  to  place  a  re- 
solution in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman,  with 
the  object  of  enabling  him  to  bring  in  a 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  moved — 
"  That  it  is  expedient  to  remove  the  Restrictions 
which  prevent  the  free  Carriage  of  Goods,  by  Sea, 
to  and  from  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  British 
Possessions  Abroad,  subject,  nevertheless,  to  such 
Control  by  Her  Majesty  in  Council  as  may  be  ne- 
eessary ;  and  to  amend  the  Laws  for  the  Registra- 
tion of  Ships  and  Seamen." 

Mr.  berries  did  not  feel  that  he 
should  be  justified  in  entering  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  merits  of  the  proposition, 
AS  the  object  of  the  Government  was  only 
to  lay  their  measure  completely  before  the 
House,  and  not  carry  it  further  this  Ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  thought  the 
Government  could  not  be  blamed  for  post- 
poing  the  measure.  There  could  be  no 
hope  of  passing  one  so  complicated — in- 
Tolving  such  extensive  interests,  appeal- 
ing so  much  to  the  feelings  of  large  par- 
ties in  and  out  of  the  House,  and  compel- 
ling the  discussion  of  complex  collateral 
questions — unless  it  were  introduced  at  a 
Tory  early  period  of  the  Session.  Know- 
ing, that  with  the  mass  of  public  business 
to  be  dealt  with,  it  was  very  difficult  for  a 
Government  to  bring  forward  its  measures 
as  early  as  it  would  desire,  he  did  not  refer 
to  this  in  the  way  of  censure,  but  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  it  might  be  submitted 
very  early  in  the  next  Session,  if  not  as 
the  first  measure  of  the  Session.  With 
respect  to  the  form  of  the  resolution,  he 
confessed  he  should  have  preferred  one  of 
a  more  general  character,  not  involving 
that  peculiar  feature  of  the  Government 
plan — the  reservation  of  a  very  large  dis- 
cretionary power  to  the  Queen  in  Council; 
to  his  mind  it  was  an  extremely  doubtful 
question  whether  the  form  in  which  the 
measure  was  thus  shaped  was  the  most 
conducive  to  the  public  interests;  and  he 
did  not  quite  agree  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
resolutions  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  passed 
pro  formd,  and  without  committing  those 
who  voted  on  them.  It  mubt  be  under- 
stood that  he  did  not  hold  himself  bound  to 
any  assent  to  this  feature  in  the  Govern- 
ment plan,  but  that  that  subject  remained 
entirely  open. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  it  had  been 
the  purpose  of  the  Government  to  state 
their  intentions  and  go  into  their  general 


view  before  Christmas;  but  the  pressure  of 
other  business  induced  them  to  postpone 
it;  and,  having  been  postponed  to  a  later 
period,  it  was  found  impossible  to  proceed 
with  the  measure  this  Session.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  did  not  wish 
to  be  bound  to  the  peculiar  form  in  which 
this  question  was  introduced,  and  that  he 
thought  the  resolution  ought  to  be  in  ge* 
neral  terms.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
resolution  to  be  proposed;  but,  in  this  in- 
stance, it  was  originally  made  an  objection 
that  there  was  not  a  sufficiently  specific 
resolution  proposed;  and  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Henries),  instead 
of  going  into  Committee  to  discuss  the 
question  there,  moved  a  previous  resolution 
by  which  he  wished  the  House  to  affirm 
the  maintenance  of  the  general  principle 
of  the  navigation  laws.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  said  that 
he  considered  the  peculiar  form  in  which 
the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws  was  thus 
proposed  to  remain,  perfectly  open  to  dis- 
cussion; it  certainly  would,  but  he  would 
state,  that  though  the  Government  had 
wished  to  introduce  the  measure  in  this 
particular  form,  there  would  be  nothing  to 
preclude  them  from  reconsidering  that 
form.  The  opinion  of  the  House  had  been 
obtained  upon  the  general  question,  whe- 
ther the  navigation  laws  should  be  main- 
tained with  exceptions,  or  repealed  with 
exceptions,  and  there  was  a  yerj  decided 
majority  against  the  proposition  that  the 
navigation  laws  ought  to  be  maintained. 
This  was  the  state  of  the  question  at  pre-* 
sent;  and  the  Government  having  obtained 
that  opinion  of  the  House,  it  would  be  open 
to  them  to  reconsider,  if  they  should  think 
proper,  the  form  in  which,  in  a  future 
Session,  they  would  propose  the  repeal  of 
these  laws.  He  quite  agreed  that,  what- 
ever the  measure,  it  should  be  proposed 
early  in  the  Session. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  denied  that  the  House 
had  affirmed  the  principle  of  the  Govern- 
ment measure.  They  had  only  negatived 
the  counter  resolution  proposed. 

Mr.  bright  would  repeat  what  he 
had  stated  on  a  former  occasion,  that  the 
population  even  of  the  shipping  towns 
were  in  favour  of  this  measure.  At  a 
public  meeting  in  Sunderland,  the  opinion 
was  almost  unanimous  in  that  direction; 
and  three  or  four  years  ago,  when  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Hudson)  was 
first  returned,  though  he  had  a  majority  of 
the  shipowners  at  Uie  poU^  the  sailors  and 
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artisans  were  for  the  abolition  of  tlie  navi- 
gation and  corn  laws,  Wlieii  the  sailors' 
procession  assembled  in  Trafalgar- square 
not  long  since,  be  (Air  Brigbt)  asked  one 
of  tbeiii  wbat  they  were  going  aboivt^  and 
tlie  answer  was,  "  that  some  of  the  people 
down  tbe  river  had  told  tlieni  they  were  to 
eat  bhick  bread  *i'  the  navigation  laws  were 
aboliBbed/'  This  was  the  sort  of  delusion 
attempted  to  be  practised  upon  them.  lie 
wanted  to  make  no  boast  of  hia  sympathy 
for  them — ^he  wanted  only  what  was  just 
for  the  labourer;  and  in  reejard  to  this 
particular  question,  seeing  how  large  a 
portion  of  the  population  of  this  country 
lived  by  industry  eniploved  on  articles  ex- 
ported to  foreign  eountries,  and  by  the 
trade  arising  from  tlie  importation  of  fo- 
reign products,  he  saw  nothing  that  could 
be  more  calculated  to  stimulate  indiiBtryp 
an*I  improve  the  condition  of  our  labourers, 
as  far  aa  it  went,  than  a  measure  which 
would  throw  open  more  extensively  and 
freely  the  great  highway  of  nations,  across 
which  those  products  were  carried  to  and 
from  this  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  was  in  fact  an  exemplification 
of  the  want  of  soundness  of  his  own  priu- 
eiple;  for  perhaps  no  man  had  done  more 
than  the  hon.  Member  to  bring  about  a 
free  comnninieatiou  between  Scotland  and 
the  southern  parts  of  this  ialand.  Ho  was 
surprised^  then,  to  see  the  hon.  Member 
stand  up  in  that  House  and  support  the 
miserable  and  obsolete  code  of  the  naviga- 
tion laws.  If  the  hon.  Member  would 
examine  this  cjuestion  with  the  same  plain 
common  sense  which  he  applied  to  the 
management  of  railways,  and  would  trust 
less  to  the  politics  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lynn  than  to  his  own  powei*s, 
he  would  do  better  for  himself  and  (or  the 
part  which  lie  took  in  the  legislation  of 
tlie  House*  But  he  (Mr.  Bright)  trusted, 
if  this  resolution  were  adopted  us  ho  hoped 
it  would  be,  that  t!ie  Government  would  in 
the  next  Session  bring  in  a  Bill  with  that 
sort  of  spirit  and  determination  which, 
when  exhibited  from  the  Treasury  bench, 
had  a  great  effect  not  only  In  that  but  in 
the  other  House;  for  be  found  that  when  the 
Government  brought  forward  in  that  House 
A  somewhat  good  measure,  and  urged  it 
feebly,  and  without  some  determination, 
iooie  noble  Lords  in  another  place  plucked 
up  courage  tliey  otherwise  would  not  have 
had,  and  threw  out  measures  which,  under 
other  circumstances,  they  would  have  been 
willing  to  accept. 

Mil  NEWDEGATB  supposed  that  the 


resolution  which  had  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Chairman  was  a  true  exposf- 
tian  of  the  Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  about  to  lay  on  the  table  of 
the  House,  because  otherwise  those  who 
had  opposed  the  measure  introduced  hj 
tlio  Government  would  be  in  a  false  po-> 
sition. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  tha 
hon.  Member  for  Wan^'ick  shire  had  asked 
him  wl)ether  the  Bill  he  proposed  to  lay  oa 
the  table  was  in  accordance  with  the  state* 
meat  he  had  made  when  he  brought  thia 
question  before  the  House,  and  also  with 
the  resolution  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair- 
man? He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  should  think 
that  ho  was  practi.sing  a  sort  of  trick  upon 
the  House  if  the  Bill  were  otherwise  than 
in  accordance  with  the  resolution;  and  ho 
thought  when  the  lum.  Gentleman  com* 
pared  that  Bill  with  the  resolution,  and 
recollected  what  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
stated  on  introducing  the  subject  to  tho 
House,  he  would  find  that  the  Bill  he  was 
about  to  introduce  carried  into  eOect  that 
which  he  then  proposed.  At  the  samo 
time  he  did  not  consider  himself  precluded 
from  taking  advantage  of  any  informatioa 
or  consideration  ho  could  give  to  the  ques- 
tion during  the  recess.  He  would  only  re- 
peat the  assertion  he  made  on  the  former 
occasion,  that  nothing  would  have  ind viced 
him  to  propose  this  measure  to  the  House 
if  he  liad  thought  that  those  alterations 
were  incousiatcnt  either  with  the  eommer^ 
eiat  greatness  of  thia  country  or  the  man* 
time  power  which  he  felt  was  indissolubly 
connected  with  that  commercial  greatness. 
It  was  because  he  believed  that  by  this 
wise  and  timely  alteration  we  should  se- 
cure the  foundation  upon  which  the  most 
important  Jiational  objects  were  based,  that 
he  had  ventured  to  recomnieud  it  to  the 
House. 

Kesolution  agreed  to.  Dill  to  be  brought 


CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  the  question  that  Lincoln  should 
stand  part  of  the  Schedule, 

Colonel  8IBTH0RP  would  not  conde- 
scend to  petition  the  House  on  the  part  of 
the  borough  of  Lincoln,  nor  would  he 
plead  ad  miser icordiam^  as  far  as  its  con- 
demnation might  apply  to  that  borough  or 
himself.  Ilk  fatiier,  brother,  uncle,  and 
great  uncle,  and,  as  the  noble  Lord 
smiled^  he  would  add  his  great  grand- 
father,    bad    represented    tlmt    borough. 
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His  family  had  performed  those  acts  which 
he  considered  to  he  the  paramount  duty  of 
an  Englishman,  and  he  had  followed  their 
excellent  example,  if  that  was  bribery  and 
corruption.  Of  these  acts  he  was  not 
ashamed ;  he  would  tell  the  noble  Lord 
that,  in  spite  of  the  House  of  Commons  he 
would  repeat  them.  If  the  noble  Lord 
admitted,  on  a  question  connected  with 
this  important  subject,  that  to  give  re- 
freshment to  a  county  representative  body, 
which  was  not  to  influence  the  vote,  was 
justifiable,  he  would  ask  the  noble  Lord 
with  what  right  he  could  charge  an  indi- 
Yidual  like  hin^self  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  with 
giving  to  the  poor  man  that  which  hie  had 
a  right  to  have,  and  which  he  (Colonel 
Sibthorp)  should  have  been  unworthy  of 
representing  the  city  of  Lincoln  if  he  had 
forgotten  ?  He  knew  it  was  vain  to  con- 
tend against  the  premeditated  intentions 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  but  let  the  noble  Lord 
think  what  he  would  of  the  constituencies 
of  England,  he  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  had  that 
opinion  of  the  independence  of  the  city  of 
Lincoln  that  he  was  confident  the  electors 
would  act  as  men,  and  that  they  would  not 
be  ashamed  either  of  what  they  had  done, 
or  of  what  their  representative  had  done. 
He  would  not  insult  the  borough,  nor  de- 
grade himself,  by  petitioning  the  noble 
Lord  to  remove  Lincoln  out  of  the  sche- 
dule. The  noble  Lord  and  his  coadjutors 
might  inflict  any  punishment  they  thought 
proper  upon  it;  and  he  (Colonel  Sibthorp) 
bad  done  his  duty  in  denouncing  the  un- 
manly, arbitrary,  and  unjust  character  of 
the  whole  proceeding. 

Mr.  W.  miles  had  expected  that  his 
bon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Lincoln 
Election  Committee  would  have  moved  to 
strike  out  Lincoln  from  the  Bill ;  but  as 
bis  hon.  Friend  was  not  now  present,  ho 
himself,  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  evidence  and  the  report.  The 
counsel  stated  that  there  were  forty-six 
cases  of  bribery,  but  only  three  were 
brought  before  the  Committee,  and  of 
these  only  one  was  proved,  and  that  was 
only  a  10».  case.  The  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee stated  that  a  system  of  treating 
had  for  a  long  time  existed  in  the  city  of 
Lincoln,  and  five  or  six  houses  were  men- 
tioned which  had  been  opened  by  the  can- 
didates for  that  purpose.  But  the  real 
difliculty  was  to  ascertain  what  was  and 
what  was  not  corrupt  treating,  because 
that  depended  upon  the  intent  with  which 
the  refreshments  were  given.     The  report 


of  the  Committee  also  stated  that  sums  of 
money  were  paid  to  voters  for  their  lost 
time  ;  and  they  expressed  their  opinion 
that  practices  of  this  kind  must  always  be 
open  to  serious  evils,  and  required  some 
definite  enactment  to  prevent  them.  More 
good  would  be  done  by  stating,  in  plain 
language,  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  what 
corruption  was,  than  by  Committees  of  ap- 
peal, or  Commissioners  scouring  the  coun- 
try at  a  very  great  expense  to  find  out 
what  was  patent  to  everybody. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  hoped 
that  the  Committee,  having  already  agreed 
to  include  four  boroughs  in  the  schedule, 
would  also  consent  to  insert  Lincoln,  and 
not  think  it  necessary  again  to  discuss  the 
principle  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  did  not  think  that  the 
case  of  Lincoln  was  governed  by  the  rule 
which  applied  to  Horsham.  There  was 
sufficient  information  obtained  about  Lin- 
coln already.  But  the  Horsham  rule 
would  also  apply  to  the  city  of  London; 
and  as  he  saw  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  in  his  place,  he  would  give  him 
an  opportunity  of  coming  forward  and  say- 
ing that  he  did  not  shrink  from  an  in- 
vestigation into  matters  of  which  the  world 
had  heard  so  much.  Management,  no 
doubt,  had  prevented  the  presentation  of  a 
petition  against  the  return  for  London,  and 
management  had  caused  the  petition  which 
had  been  presented  against  the  return  for 
Horsham  not  to  be  prosecuted.  In  neither 
case  was  there  any  proved  fact  to  proceed 
upon ;  the  charges  as  to  each  rested  upon 
common  fame.  Why  not  then  apply  the 
same  rule  to  both  ?  It  was  generally  be- 
lieved that  in  London  the  '*  long  shore 
men'*  had  been  bribed  to  the  number  of 
1,000.  It  was  also  affirmed  that  persona- 
tion had  been  practised  to  a  great  extent. 
These  corrupt  practices  were  alleged  to 
have  been  committed  by  persons  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues; 
and  that  allegation  rested,  he  believed,  on 
unimpeachable  evidence.  It  had  been  as- 
serted by  a  Member  in  his  place  in  that 
House,  and  yet  the  noble  Lord  took  no  no- 
tice of  the  matter.  It  was  stated  out  of 
doors,  that  no  less  than  32,000^.  were 
spent  in  procuring  the  election  of  the  Min- 
isterial candidates  at  the  last  election  for 
the  city  of  London.  That  was  too  large  a 
sum  to  be  expended  for  a  bond  fide  pur- 
pose. He  would  now  put  this  question  to 
the  noble  Lord — would  he  include  the  city 
of  London  in  the  schedule  of  the  Bill  ?  Hia 
reason  for  asking  that  question  was  this — 
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he  was  promised  bj  a  Member  of  tbe  House 
that  he  should  be  placed  in  a  position  to 
state  names  and  to  specify  particular  sums 
in  connexion  with  corrupt  practices  at  the 
last  election  for  London;  but  the  document 
upon  which  the  statement  was  to  have  been 
founded  had  miscarried.  He  called  upon 
the  noble  Lord  to  break  the  silence  which 
he  had  hitherto  observed  with  reference 
to  this  matter,  and  to  attempt  to  vindicate 
the  character  of  his  friends  and  constitu- 
ents in  the  city  of  London. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  The  Committee 
must  recollect  the  circumstances  under 
which  I  determined  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  now  under  consideration.  Various  re- 
ports were  made  from  Election  Commit- 
tees, and  many  Members  thought  that  the 
writs  for  the  boroughs  to  which  these  re- 
ports referred  ought  to  be  suspended  until 
further  inquiry  was  made  into  corrupt 
practices  alleged  to  have  taken  place  at 
the  elections  for  those  boroughs,  with  a 
view  of  determining  whether  Parliament 
ought  to  legislate  on  the  subject.  Various 
opinions  were  given  on  that  point;  but  I 
confined  myself  to  voting,  as  an  individual 
Member  of  the  House,  upon  the  questions 
as  they  arose  relative  to  the  issuing  or  sus- 
pending of  the  writs.  It,  however,  was 
urged  by  several  Members,  and  especially 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  that  it  was  fit  that  some  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  should  introduce  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the 
form  which  the  inquiry  into  the  reported 
boroughs  should  take.  For  some  time  I 
declined  to  take  tbis  course;  but  at  last, 
seeing  that  a  Bill  on  the  subject  which  an 
independent  Member  had  introduced  was 
perpetually  causing  the  delay  of  public 
business,  I  did  undertake  to  introduce  the 
Bill  which  is  now  before  the  Committee. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member,  thereupon, 
thinks  that  I  am  a  fair  object  of  attack, 
and  that  he  is  justified  in  bringing  a  per- 
sonal charge  against  me.  [Mr.  Anstey  : 
I  made  no  personal  attack.]  Well,  the 
hon.  Member  at  least  attacked  the  charac- 
ter of  my  constituency,  and  called  upon 
me  to  put  the  city  of  London  into  the 
schedule  of  the  Bill.  I  deny  that,  because 
I  have  undertaken  the  management  of  this 
Bill,  at  the  request  of  influential  Members 
of  the  House,  I  am  bound  to  put  the  place 
I  represent  in  the  schedule  without  any 
cause  being  assigned  for  that  proceeding, 
merely  to  gratify  the  curiosity  or  the  ma- 
Ugnity  of  those  who  pursue  me  as  the  in- 
troducer of  this  measure.     I  am  merely 


acting  in  the  discharge  of  my  public  duty, 
and  I  maintain  that  the  place  which  I  re- 
present could  only  be  put  in  the  schedule 
in  consequence  of  having  been  the  subject 
of  the  report  of  an  Election  Committee,  or 
upon  other  substantial  ground  being  laid 
for  that  proceeding.  I  will  relate  to  the 
Committee  the  history  of  my  connexion 
with  the  city  of  London.  I  represented 
the  borough  of  Stroud,  which  had  done  me 
the  honour  to  elect  me  in  the  first  instance 
without  opposition,  and  subsequently,  when 
a  contest  took  place,  I  was  returned  for  the 
borough  by  a  large  majority.  I  was  elected 
without  being  put  to  any  expense  whatever, 
and  I  was  allowed  perfect  independence  as 
to  my  political  course  in  this  House.  A 
numerous  body  of  the  electors  of  London — 
some  thousands  I  believe — ^addressed  a  re- 
quisition to  me,  stating  that  a  great  public 
question  being  at  issue,  namely,  that  of 
protection  or  free  trade,  they  desired  that 
I  would  allow  myself  to  be  put  in  nomina- 
tion as  the  advocate  of  free  trade.  I  told 
the  deputation  which  waited  upon  me  that 
personaUy  I  had  no  desire  to  leave  the 
constituency  with  which  I  was  connected 
— that  it  was  possible  that  constituency 
might  think  me  ungrateful  for  leaving  it 
for  another;  but  seeing  that  the  decision 
of  the  city  of  London  upon  the  great  ques- 
tion of  free  trade  must  necessarily  exercise 
an  important  influence  upon  public  opinion, 
I  would  consent  to  become  a  candidate; 
but  I  distinctly  stated  that  my  election 
must  be  conducted  without  recourse  being 
had  to  any  of  those  means  to  which  the 
term  "  corrupt  practices**  could  be  ap- 
plied. The  deputation  assured  me  that 
my  wishes  in  that  respect  should  be  strictly 
followed.  The  election  for  London  took 
place,  and  I  was  returned  by  a  small  ma- 
jority of  nine.  At  the  last  election  I  was 
asked  whether  I  would  be  a  candidate  in 
conjunction  with  three  other  gentlemen.  I 
replied  that  I  felt  honoured  by  having  been 
elected  for  London,  and  that  I  was  willmg 
to  be  a  candidate  again;  but  that  I  would 
not  be  connected  in  a  requisition  with  any 
other  person  whatever.  The  election  took 
place,  and  I  was  returned  by  a  great  ma- 
jority. No  person,  that  I  know  of,  has 
complained  of  the  manner  in  which  that 
election  was  conducted.  I  have  not  paid 
out  of  my  own  pocket  the  sum  of  32,000/. 
I  paid  nothing  more  than  I  thought  neces- 
sary for  the  lawful  expenses  of  the  elec- 
tion. I  contributed  no  money  to  be  ap- 
plied to  corrupt  practices,  nor  did  I  resort 
to  any  management  to  prevent  an  election 
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petition  being  presented;  and  that  having 
been  my  conduct,  I  think  I  ought  not  to  be 
questioned  respecting  anj  rumours  which 
are  said  to  prevail,  although  I  know  not 
whether  thej  do  or  not.  I  have  heard 
of  those  rumours  from  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber, but  not  from  any  one  else.  Where 
the  hon.  Member  picked  up  these  rumours 
I  cannot  tell:  but  I  think  I  ought  not  to 
be  taunted  with  them,  because  1  have  pro- 
posed a  Bill  which  deals  with  the  cases  of 
certain  boroughs,  of  the  merits  of  which  I 
•  knew  nothing.  [ColonefSiBTHORP :  Oh,  oh !  ] 
I  have  no  personal  feeling  against  any  of 
the  Members  for  the  boroughs  in  the  sche- 
dule. Let  me  assure  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Lincoln  that  I  have  no  per- 
sonal feeling  against  him.  I  hope  that  he 
and  his  posterity  may  continue  to  repre- 
sent Lincoln  as  long  as  his  ancestors  have 
represented  it.  I  have  brought  forward  this 
Bill  on  public  grounds;  and  I  do  not  feel 
called  upon  to  place  the  city  of  London  in 
the  schedule  merely  because  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber gets  up  and  says  that  there  are  certain 
rumours  afloat  affecting  the  character  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  constituency. 

Mr.  HUDSON  said,  he  could  readily 
believe  that  the  noble  Lord  was  unac- 
quainted with  any  corrupt  practices  at  the 
last  election  for  London;  the  noble  Lord 
was  the  last  person  who  would  be  allowed 
to  know  anything  about  the  matter.  The 
Chairman  of  the  noble  Lord's  Committee 
also  declared  that  he  had  nothing  to  do 
with  bribery.  Doubtless  he  had  not.  The 
Committee-room  was  the  last  place  in 
which  bribery  was  carried  on;  that  busi- 
ness was  always  transacted  by  the  out- 
door agents.  The  noble  Lord's  memory 
failed  him  when  he  said  that  he  was  the 
champion  of  free  trade  at  the  first  election 
for  London;  he  was  then  a  protectionist, 
and  advocated  an  85.  duty  against  the 
sliding-scale.  The  noble  Lord  subsequently 
became  a  free-trader  along  with  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  the  one  giv- 
ing up  the  fixed  duty  and  the  other  the 
sliding-scale. 

Committee  divided  on  the  question  that 
Lincoln  stand  part  of  the  Schedule : — 
Ayes  69;  Noes  13  :  Majority  56. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
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BeUew,  R.  M. 
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M'Gregor,  J. 
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Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moffiitt,  G. 
Nugent,  Lord 


Paget,  Lord  A. 
Parker,  J. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Rich,  U. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
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Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
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Spooner,  R. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Col. 
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Bennet,  P. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Floyer,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Jolliffe.  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Lacy,  II,  C. 
Masterman,  J. 


Miles,  W. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Kapier,  J. 
Ncwdegate,  C.  N. 
Urquhart,  D. 

TELLERS. 

Sibthorp,  Col. 
llobhouse,  T.  B. 


Lincoln  to  stand  part  of  the  Schedule. 

On  the  question  that  the  horough  of 
Ayleshury  be  inserted, 

Lord  NUGENT,  as  one  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  horough,  said,  he  and 
those  by  whom  he  was  returned  courted 
inquiry  in  the  most  full  and  searching  man- 
ner. Indeed,  he  thought  that  every  Mem- 
ber who  had  been  returned  purely  to  that 
House  was  bound  to  call  for  inquiry  when- 
ever there  was  an  allegation  of  corrup- 
tion. 

Mh.  DICK,  as  one  of  the  representatives 
of  Aylesbury  also  courted  the  most  search- 
ing inquiry. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  listened 
with  perfect  astonishment  to  the  speeches 
of  both  of  the  representatives  of  the  prin- 
cipal towns  of  the  county  which  he  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  had  the  honour  to  represent.  As 
to  that  maudlin  sensibility  which  said  that 
an  impeachment  under  any  circumstances 
was  entitled  to  an  inquiry,  he  could  not  at 
all  sympathise  or  agree  with  it;  and  know- 
ing the  amount  of  real  business  they  had 
to  transact,  and  the  great  difficulty  they 
experienced  in  getting  through  the  buii* 
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ness  brought  before  that  House,  he  en- 
tirely protested  against  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Lord,  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Aylesbury,  upon  this  subject.    He 
did  not  care  whether  his  conduct  were  to 
be  impeached  in  that  House  or  elsewhere; 
all  he  desired  was,  if  a  charge  were  made, 
and   if  an    inquiry    was   to   follow,    that 
that  inquiry  should  be  one  attended  with 
public    advantage.     With   regard    to  the 
borough   of  Aylesbury,   he   could    speak 
with  perfect  frankness;  he  did  not  repre- 
sent it;  and  whether  it  was  disfranchised 
or   not  was    to    him  a  matter  of  perfect 
indifference.     As  regarded  most  of  those 
who  lived  in   the   town,  they  were  gene- 
rally electors  of  what  were   called    **  lib- 
eral  principals;  "    and,    therefore,   being 
supporters   of  Liberalism,  and    opponents 
of  liberty,    they  generally   opposed   him. 
But,  in  former  days,  the  Aylesbury  peo- 
ple generally  were  even  then  exposed  to 
exaggerated  charges  of  corruption  —  cor- 
ruption that  was  not  more  characteristic 
of  constituencies  than  of  other  classes  in  the 
community — a  corruption  rather  the  result 
of  a  different  moral  tone  from  that  which  at 
present  prevailed.   And  how  did  the  Legis- 
lature interfere  with  the  state  of  things  in 
Aylesbury  in  old  times?     Why,   seventy 
years  ago  they  opened  the  borough  to  the 
hundreds — they  made  the  suffrages  of  that 
borough  devolve  upon  a  larger  district — in 
fact,  the  area  of  Aylesbury  was  turned  into 
a  small  county;  and  he  spoke  on  his  honour 
as  a  gentleman  when  he  stated  his  belief 
that  corruption  was  unknown  in  Aylesbury 
and  its  district,  and  that  its  electors  were 
as  pure  as  those  of  any  county  in  England. 
He  did  not  believe  that  such  a  thing  as  a 
bribe   was    offered,   much  less  accepted, 
amongst  the  electors  of  Aylesbury.     Was 
it   not,  then,  monstrous,   because   of  the 
mere  imputation  of  a  charge  of  treating, 
created  by  the  accidental  vote  of  a  Com- 
mittee,  they   should   seriously   be    called 
upon  to  put  in  the  Bill  the  name  of  a  bo- 
rough of  that  kind — an  old  English  con- 
stituency, which  he  was  certain  was   as 
pure  as  they  could  ever  make  any  borough, 
even  if  they  had  recourse  to  the  ballot, 
which  was  passed  the  other  night  by  the 
House,  or  to  any  other  means  they  could 
possibly  devise — was  it,  he  asked,  not  per- 
fectly monstrous  that  a  Bill  of  pains  and 
penalties  should  be  passed  in  that  manner 
upon  a  constituency  of  that  character;  and 
that  its  two  representatives,  the  one  being 
a  Liberal  nominally,  who,  from  a  principle 
of  morbid  sentimentality,  required  that  Lib 


purity  should  be  established  by  an  inquisi* 
tion — that  he  on  the  one  side,  representinr 
the  Liberal  interest,  should  come  there  ana 
denounce  his  constituents;  and  that  the 
other  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  supposed 
to  represent  the  "illiberal  "  party,  should 
come  there  in  order  to  place  himself  in  a 
clean  position  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  could  find  no  other  mode  more  conve- 
nient than  that  of  holding  up  his  own  con- 
stituents to  public  reprobation  ?  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  again  to  appear  on  the  hustings  at 
Aylesbury,  and  wished  his  speech  that 
night  to  serve  him  as  a  letter  of  recommen- 
dation;  or,  whether,  on  a  subsequent  occa- 
sion, he  meant  to  support  electoral  dis- 
tricts; but  that  was  the  only  way  which 
he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  could  possibly  account  for 
it.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Nugent)  was 
the  victim  of  a  too  pellucid  sentimentality. 
As  the  representative  of  the  county  of 
Buckingham,  he  utterly  protested  against 
the  speeches  of  the  two  representatives  of 
Aylesbury,  and  must  say  that  they  would 
not  be  justified  by  their  constituents  in 
the  course  they  had  taken.  He  appealed 
to  the  evidence  which  had  been  published  : 
it  presented  not  the  shadow  of  what  any 
man  could  admit  to  constitute  a  reasonable 
ground  for  an  inquiry;  and,  as  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  district,  he  said  this,  with- 
out any  reserve  or  equivocation,  and  with- 
out any  desire  by  saying  it  to  please  the 
electors — that  was  not  his  object;  he  was 
sure  he  could  not  gain  the  support,  what- 
ever he  might  say,  of  the  electors  of 
Aylesbury;  and  from  his  knowledge  of 
the  people  of  that  borough,  he  solemnly 
protested  against  this  legislation  of  oan^ 
and  against  this  holding  up  of  the  consti- 
tuency to  public  reprobation. 

Lord  NUGENT  rose  to  vindicate  him- 
self against  the  not  very  intolerable  charge 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken, 
and  who  impeached  the  few  words  which 
he  had  taken  the  liberty  of  offering.  What- 
ever motives  the  hon.  Gentleman  might 
choose  to  ascribe  to  him  in  the  part  he 
had  taken  that  evening,  he  begged  to  say 
that  he  did  not  wish  the  inquiry  to  be  in- 
stituted merely  because  the  last  election  of 
the  borough  had  been  impugned;  but  be- 
cause the  tribunal  appointed  by  that  House 
to  try  these  matters  had  reported  that  in 
the  case  of  one  of  the  Members,  facts 
had  been  proved  of  a  nature  to  disqualify 
him  from  sitting  as  the  representative  of 
Aylesbury.  Therefore  a,prifnd/acie  case 
for  inquiry  had  been  made  out,  and  a  strong 
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case  bad  been  sbown  against,  at  all  events, 
a  portion  of  tbe  constituents;  and  there- 
fore,  in  order  to  relieve  the  constituency 
from  the  shadow  of  an  imputation,  he 
courted  investigation,  and  he  only  trusted 
the  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  that  bo- 
rough, as  well  as  of  aU  the  other  boroughs 
in  the  schedule,  would  be  made  with  the 
greatest  rigour  and  severity;  otherwise,  if 
they  were  not  rigidly  and  strictly  prose- 
cuted, they  would  do  much  more  harm  than 
they  ever  would  do  eood.  **  To  temper 
justice  with  mercy  "  in  such  cases,  as  an 
hon.  Member  had  entreated,  would  bo  to 
commit  an  act  of  injustice  to  the  public. 

Ma.  Q.  DICK  defended  himself  from  the 
uncalled-for  attack  made  upon  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire.  He 
had  merely  stated  that  he  cordially  assent- 
ed to  the  Bill  being  made  applicable  to 
Aylesbury  because  he  wished  to  see  the 
constituency  freed  from  the  charges  made 
Against  it,  and  he  firmly  believed  it  would 
come  out  unscathed  from  the  ordeal  of  the 


proposed  mquiry. 

Borough  of  Aylesbury  inserted. 

Upon  the  question  that  Bodmin  be  placed 
in  the  Schedule, 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  that  no  maudlin  sen- 
timentality should  prevent  him  from  stand- 
ing up  in  defence  of  the  honour  and  integ- 
rity of  the  borough  which  he  represented. 
There  were  special  reasons  why  the  framers 
of  the  Bill  should  not  have  included  Bod- 
min within  it;  and  he  would  briefly  allude 
to  them.  But  he  would  first  remark,  that 
a  series  of  boroughs  had  been  placed  in 
that  schedule  by  the  Solicitor  General,  and 
now  at  the  elevoDth  hour  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral came  down  and  inserted  the  name  of 
Bodmin  and  other  boroughs  represented  by 
Gentlemen  who  had  for  so  many  months 
given  Government  their  best  suppoi*t.  He 
might  ask,  was  this  the  consideration  which 
the  Government  showed  to  Gentlemen  who 
had  supported  the  present  Administration 
all  the  Session  ?  And  was  it  in  this  way 
Government  showed  its  disinterested  spirit 
by  including  Bodmin  among  the  list  of  bo- 
roughs in  the  Bill  ?  He  never  cared  for  any 
fear,  favour,  or  affection,  and  would  act  in- 
dependently, whatever  Government  might 
be  in  power.  On  the  part  of  the  borough, 
he  had  made  no  objection  to  the  strictest 
possible  investigation;  but  it  was  unjustly 
stigmatised  by  being  placed  in  that  Bill,  of 
which  the  preamble  set  forth  that  ''  corrupt 
practices  had  prevailed  in  certain  bo- 
roughs," which  was  altogether  unsubstan- 
tiated M  far  as  Bodmin  was  concerned. 


Why,  what  was  the  nature  of  the  evidence 
before  the  Committee  ?  It  was  stated  in 
the  report  that  the  last  election  was  the 
purest,  the  quietest,  and  altogether  the 
best  conducted  election  for  that  borough 
which  had  ever  occurred;  and  the  Judge 
who  sat  at  the  assizes  for  the  district, 
shortly  after  it  had  taken  place,  compli- 
mented the  mayor  of  the  borough  upon 
this  gratifying  circumstance.  And  wnat 
had  the  Committee  reported  to  the  House 
on  the  subject  ?  Why,  that  the  practice^ 
which  was  one  of  long  standing  in  the  bo- 
rough, had  prevailed  at  the  last  election, 
of  giving  a  printed  ticket  to  each  voter 
after  he  had  polled,  entitling  him  to  five 
shillings*  worth  of  refreshment;  but  it  was 
not  proved  that  these  tickets  had  been 
issued  with  the  knowledge  or  at  the  ex- 
pense either  of  the  sitting  Member  or  his 
agents.  These  tickets,  even  if  they  had 
been  given  by  the  sitting  Member,  would 
come  under  the  category  of  what  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  had 
termed  *'  proper  hospitality,"  in  contradic- 
tion to  **  corrupt  treating;"  these  5s. 
tickets  had  actually  been  subscribed  for 
by  a  large  proportion  of  the  electors  of  the 
borough  themselves,  to  be  given  to  their 
poorer  brethren,  who  had  to  come  a  dis- 
tance of  sixteen  or  seventeen  miles  to  re- 
cord their  votes.  One  of  these  5s,  tickets 
was  all  that  a  labouring  man  received  to 
procure  refreshments  for  himself  and  his 
wife  after  a  long  journey.  This  was  all 
that  was  proved  against  Bodmin;  and  yet 
it  was  to  be  placed  among  the  boroughs 
introduced  into  that  Bill.  Why,  if  such 
trifles  were  to  be  called  proofs  of  corrupt 
influence,  the  efficacy  of  the  measure  would 
be  totally  destroyed — the  thing  would  be 
made  perfectly  ridiculous.  He  could  not 
account  for  such  a  proceeding,  unless  it 
were  that  certain  persons  wanted  to  tam- 
per with  the  constitution,  and  were  seek- 
ing covertly  to  carry  out  their  designs  by 
first  making  the  people  dissatisfied  with 
the  present  mode  of  voting.  He  protested 
against  the  ancient  and  respectable  bo- 
rough of  Bodmin,  which  was  proved  to  be 
innocent  of  corrupt  practices,  being  placed 
in  disgraceful  companionship  with  boroughs 
which  had  been  proved  to  be  guilty  of 
them. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  it 
appeared  by  the  evidence  that  refreshment 
tickets  had  been  issued  to  the  voters  of 
Bodmin  by  the  friends  of  both  candidates. 
An  hon.  Member  called  his  attention  to 
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the  fact,  and  asked  why  that  borough  had 
not  been  included  in  the  Bill?  Bodmin 
was  consequently  at  once  included  in  the 
list.  Considering  what  the  House  had  done 
in  the  other  cases,  he  thought  that,  not- 
withstanding what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin,  it  would  be  unjust  to 
make  an  exception  in  favour  of  that  bo- 
rough. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  consider  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin  to  be  very  ill  treated. 
The  Solicitor  General  has  given  the  House 
his  reasons  for  inserting  the  borough  of 
Bodmin;  and  I  think  the  Solicitor  General 
ought  to  be  ashamed  for  giving  such  rea- 
sons. He  admits  that  he  knows  nothing 
of.  the  case  of  Bodmin — that  he  has  not 
read  the  evidence  nor  the  special  report. 
This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  canting,  lying, 
hypocritical  Bill.  The  whole  thing  is  mis- 
erable and  hypocritical,  And  not  really 
founded  upon  fact.  **  I  confess,"  said  the 
Solicitor  General,  "  that  this  is  a  very 
weak  case."  Why,  does  any  one  doubt 
that  it  is  a  very  weak  case  ?  There  are 
other  things  besides  the  Bill.  The  whole 
thing  is  weak  from  the  beginning  to  the 
ending.  I  do  not  much  fear,  Sir,  that  the 
reputation  of  Parliament  is  endangered  by 
the  investigation  that  has  already  taken 
place;  but  what  I  do  fear  for  the  reputa- 
tion of  Parliament  is  the  intellectual  gauge 
which  is  given  by  these  measures  as  to  the 
remedial  agency  which  is  to  put  an  end 
to  practices  which  we  all  disapprove  of.  If 
this  is  your  machinery,  and  these  are  the 
men  who  are  to  prevent  organic  changes, 
then  I  think  indeed  the  constitutional  fu- 
ture of  this  country  is  gloomy.  Anything 
more  ridiculous  in  conception  or  feeble  in 
execution  I  never  witnessed.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin  divides  the  House,  he 
shall  certainly  have  my  support. 

Mr.  lacy  said,  that  he  never  was  so 
surprised  in  his  life  as  he  was  on  Saturday, 
on  returning  from  the  sea-side,  to  which 
he  had  taken  a  sick  relative,  at  finding 
that  Bodmin  was  to  be  placed  in  the  sche- 
dule. Never  had  so  foul  a  charge  been 
made  against  a  borough  that  had  deserved 
it  less.  The  report  stated  that-  the  treat- 
ing was  without  the  knowledge  of  the  sit- 
ting Member.  The  Solicitor  General,  how- 
ever, in  arguing  upon  it  afteri?ards,  said  it 
did  not  matter  whether  it  was  done  by  the 
principal  or  agents.  Now,  in  Bodmin  it 
was  neither  the  one  nor  the  other.  He 
(Mr.  Lacy)  had  not  got  the  evidence;  but 
ho  presumed  his  solicitor  had.  The  thing 
had  already  been  disagreeable  enough  with- 


out his  reading  the  evidence.  It  had  cost 
him  about  1,0002.;  and  he  was  still  open 
to  be  asked  by  every  booby  that  he  met,  if 
it  was  not  yet  settled.  He  had  been  bo- 
thered and  plagued  merely  because  an  hon. 
Member,  like  a  schoolboy,  had  said,  "  Tqm 
is  as  bad  as  I  am;  why  don't  you  put  Bod- 
min down?"  The  Solicitor  General  had 
no  objection  to  put  Bodmin  down,  not  hav- 
ing read  one  word  of  the  evidence.  In  his 
case,  it  was  proved  that  six  gentlemen 
clubbed  together  to  pay  for  eighty  tickets. 
One  refused  to  pay,  and  the  other  five  had 
to  defray  the  expense.  He  himself  never 
heard  of  it  until  three  weeks  after  the 
election,  and  yet  he  was  to  be  put  into 
such  a  Bill  as  that.  He  should  move  that 
Bodmin  be  expunged  from  the  schedule. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  in  inserting  Bodmin,  he  had  only  fol- 
lowed the  general  rule  in  regard  to  all 
those  cases  in  which  special  reports  were 
made.  However  small  the  amount  given 
to  voters  at  elections,  it  was  evidently 
given  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  their 
votes;  and  such  was  a  case  for  inquiry  by 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  BANKES  :  The  Solicitor  General 
had  admitted  that  this  was  a  very  weak 
case;  and  he  (Mr.  Bankes)  wished  to  know 
whether,  on  a  weak  case,  the  House  would 
consent  to  put  Bodmin  in  the  Bill?  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  had  truly  and  eloquently 
said,  if  they  passed  this  Bill,  they  would 
succeed  in  bringing  upon  that  House  the 
ridicule  of  the  country. 

Mr.  G.  turner  said,  the  Solicitor 
General  had  admitted  that  he  had  not  read 
the  evidence  in  the  case  of  the  Bodmin 
election.  Yet  he  called  upon  the  House 
to  perform  a  judicial  duty.  He  doubted 
whether  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  was  contributing  much  to  the 
cause  of  purity  of  election  by  proposing  to 
meet  a  great  evil  by  punishing  constituen- 
cies for  giving  5s,  refreshments  to  poor 
voters.  He  thought  the  best  course  for 
the  House  would  be  to  sanction  a  provision 
in  the  Bill  allowing  a  reasonable  amount 
of  refreshment  to  the  electors. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  had  been 
urged  to  put  Bodmin  and  Bolton  in  the 
Bill  by  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to  with- 
draw the  names  of  Bodmin  and  Bolton 
from  the  Bill,  if  such  was  the  pleasure  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  the  further  they 
went  into  this  Bill  iha  more  extraordinary 
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it  seemed,  and  the  more  difficult  it  was  to 
reconcile  its  provisions  with  common  sense. 
There  seemed  to  he  no  principle  acted 
upon  in  the  selection  of  the  horoughs  to  he 
inserted  in  the  Bill — they  were  kicked  into 
the  Bill  and  kicked  out  again  on  mere  ca- 
price. The  Solicitor  General  ought  to 
show  why  he  would  not  exempt  Bolton  and 
Bodmin,  and  put  in  Ayleshury  and  Lin- 
coln. Was  there  no  hotter  justification 
for  all  the  penalties  and  inquisition  which 
this  measure  provided  than  such  whim- 
sical notions?  He  thought  they  were 
going  on  in  a  course  which  must  end  hy 
covering  the  authors  of  this  Bill  with  ridi- 
cule, and  disgusting  the  whole  constituency 
of  England. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  want  to  know 
what  it  is  that  the  Government  really  in- 
tend doing  with  this  Bill.  It  seems  very 
strange  that  they  should  consent  to  with- 
draw two  horoughs  from  the  Bill,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  very  slight  dehate.  The  So- 
licitor General,  when  he  spoke  first,  fa- 
voured us  with  what  he  called  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  said  it  was  hased  upon  the 
report  of  the  Committees.  The  Solicitor 
General,  when  he  spoke  last,  favoured  us 
with  another  principle  of  the  Bill,  namely, 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Memher  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Wyld),  whose 
plaintive  appeal  he  could  not  forget.  The 
hon.  Memher  said,  with  great  feeling,  is 
this  the  return  you  are  going  to  make  to 
me  for  my  continued  support  to  the  Go- 
vernment ?  if  so,  there  is  no  encouragement 
whatever  for  hon.  Gentlemen  ahout  me  to 
support  the  Government,  nor  for  me  to 
remain  its  supporter.  His  speech  was  what 
Quintilian  calls  the  irony  of  rhetoric — he 
made  an  appeal  which  I  am  sure  no  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  could  misunderstand. 
The  effect  was  great — the  appeal  was  at 
once  responded  to.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was  successful,  not  only  for  himself,  hut 
for  a  more  distinguished  Gentleman,  the 
name  of  whose  horough  was  also  set  down 
in  that  fatal  schedule.  The  learned  Doc- 
tor the  Memher  for  Bolton,  has,  through 
that  appeal,  also  escaped.  I  can  well  un- 
derstand the  astonishing  efficacy  of  this 
most  telling  little  speech.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sits  on  the  favoured  side  of  the 
House.  But  the  learned  Doctor  (Bowring) 
disclaims  against  heing  excepted.  He  saw 
in  a  moment  the  innocence  and  inexperi- 
ence of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Bodmin — he 
saw  instinctively  that  his  appeal  would  tell, 
and,  feeling  that,  took  a  high  ground.  He 
called  for  investigation.     He  confessed  that  < 


some  of  the  Bolton  electors  were  corrupt 
and  profligate.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
douht  of  it.  I  never  knew  an  election  in 
which  the  candidates  did  not  say  that  those 
who  voted  against  them  were  corrupt  and 
profligate;  nor  a  heaten  candidate  that  did 
not  say  the  whole  constituency  was  the 
hasest  in  the  united  kingdom,  although 
there  was  not  a  shilling  expended.  I  he- 
lieve  there  is  no  suhject  ahout  which  so 
much  monstrous  exaggeration  is  resorted 
to  as  this  one  of  hrihery.  The  Solicitor 
General,  the  servant  of  the  Crown,  has 
surely  selected  the  host  evidence,  and  made 
out  the  hest  case ;  and  yet  Her  Majesty's 
Solicitor  General  brings  forward  a  Bill  of 
pains  and  penalties,  and  asks  the  House 
to  sanction  it.  Upon  what  grounds  ?  Why 
is  this  measure  for  purifying  the  constitu- 
encies of  England  brought  forward  ?  Why 
is  this  stigma  affixed  upon  some  of  our  old 
horoughs  and  upon  whole  constituencies  ? 
Listen  to  Her  Majesty's  Solicitor  General. 
After  an  election  in  one  horough,  it  had 
heen  proved,  horrihile  dictu  I  that  a  man 
and  his  wife,  who  had  come  many  miles  to 
vote,  had  accepted  a  five-shilling  ticket  for 
refreshments  from  the  friends  of  one  of  the 
candidates.  Now,  this  is  a  culled  instance 
— this  is  a  chosen  case — this  is  the  hest 
testimony  which  the  Solicitor  General  of 
the  Crown  can  produce,  in  order  to  call 
upon  the  House  of  Commons  to  disfran- 
chise a  constituency  of  this  country.  I 
confess,  Sir  (I  admit  that  it  is  a  great 
fault  on  my  part),  that  although  anxious 
to  discharge  my  duty  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  that  I  have  not  yet  read  this  Bill 
through.  I  have  sufficient  experience  to 
know,  that  at  the  end  of  July  or  the  be- 
ginning of  August  there  is  always  some 
strange,  newfangled  scheme  introduced 
before  the  Legislature  by  the  Government, 
who,  like  skilful  actors,  wish  that  the  last 
scene  of  the  melodrama  should  be  the  most 
brilliant,  and  that  the  curtain  should  not 
fall  until  the  blue  lights  and  rosy  flashes 
have  gratified  the  imagination,  if  not  the 
understanding,  of  the  spectators.  A  poor 
elector  and  his  wife  get  5*.  for  refreshment 
— they  purchase  a  slice  of  roast  mutton 
and  a  glass  of  brandy  and  water,  which 
are  as  much  as  bs,  at  election  times  would 
purchase,  provisions  being  twice  as  dear 
then  as  it  any  other  period.  Are  these  peo- 
ple to  be  summonsed,  and  brought  perhaps 
ten  miles  to  be  examined  upon  this  five- 
shilling  refreshment  ?  This  is  the  evidence 
upon  which  the  Solicitor  General  is  to 
carry  out  his  Bribery  and  Corrupt  Prac- 


rs 


Comgat  PraeHcet 


{COMMONS} 


ttlEUeHotu. 


76 


itces  at  Elections  Bill.  Well,  then  let  us 
look  at  the  machinery  by  which  this  Bill  is 
to  he  worked  out.  The  Commissioners 
are  to  hold  courts  of  inquiry  on  the  spot. 
They  are  to  proceed  in  the  gravest  manner 
to  put  an  old  man  and  woman  to  the  rack 
about  a  glass  of  brandy  and  water  and  a 
slice  of  mutton,  or  a  pint  of  half-and-half. 
The  Commissioners  are  to  come  down  from 
London,  open  an  inquiry  *'  in  the  market- 
house,  or  other  public  building,"  with 
great  expense  and  great  solemnity,  about 
a  plate  of  mutton  and  a  glass  of  beer. 
And  then  the  unfortunate  old  man  and 
woman  that  have  accepted  this  treat  are 
to  be  frightened  out  of  their  wits,  and  to 
be  obliged  to  travel  several  miles,  it  may 
be,  to  be  tested  about  this  awful  corrup- 
tion. And  then,  says  the  Bill,  the  Com- 
missioners must  publish  the  notice  of  such 
investigation  in  some  newspaper  in  general 
circulation.  This  awful  affair  about  the 
old  man  and  woman  having  the  slice  of 
mutton  and  glass  of  beer  is  to  be  made  the 
subject  of  all  this  parade,  all  this  exposure 
and  judicial  paraphernalia.  But  this  is  not 
wild  hypothesis — this  is  the  dry  substance 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  brought  forward 
by  Her  Majesty's  Solicitor  General;  and 
these  are  the  instances  selected  to  justify 
his  legislation.  Now,  I  ask  the  House, 
can  anything  make  legislation  more  farci- 
cal; and  is  it  possible  that  the  House  of 
Commons  can  for  a  moment  lend  its  sanc- 
tion to  such  conduct  ?  Had  it  been  straight- 
forward and  stupid  legislation,  the  House 
might  have  tolerated  it.  But  it  was  stupid, 
and  at  the  same  time  subtle — and  so  ma- 
naged, that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  if  they  sup- 
ported the  Government — may  escape  the 
impending  disaster.  This  admixture  of  the 
lower  motives  of  Parliamentary  life,  and 
such  pretended  purity  of  legislation,  will 
not  be  lost  upon  the  country.  We  are  now 
told  as  suddenly  as  their  insertion  was  pro- 
posed, that  two  boroughs  are  to  be  omitted 
m  this  black  list.  I  want  to  know  why 
Sligo  and  Lancaster,  neither  of  which  are 
in  the  printed  schedule,  have  not  been  also 
omitted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (the  Solicitor  General)  along  with 
Bolton  and  Bodmin  ?  Why  are  their  names 
to  be  retained,  and  Bolton  and  Bodmin  left 
out  ?  And  why  should  Bolton  and  Bodmin 
escape  with  impunity  ?  I  should  be  sorry 
for  our  legislation  to  be  annoying  to  the 
learned  Doctor  opposite  (Dr.  Bo  wring),  or 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  gave  such 
splendid  maps  to  the  borough  of  Bodmin. 


Well,  I  do  not  think  that  geological  know- 
ledge  in  this  country  is  too  extensive — and 
a  present  of  maps  should  be  encourag;ed 
rather  than  be  repressed.  But  if  Bodmin 
and  Bolton  are  to  be  omitted,  why  should 
not  Sligo  and  Lancaster?  Som»  person, 
it  seems,  threw  the  names  into  the  lion's 
mouth  in  the  same  manner,  and  why  were 
they  permitted  to  remain?  I  think  it  is 
highly  objectionable  that  this  Bill  should 
not  have  been  reprinted,  and  an  accurate 
schedule  of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment put  before  us.  I  think,  too,  that  we 
ought  to  have  some  more  formal  notice  of 
a  measure  to  disfranchise  the  people  of 
England.  [The  Solicitor  General:  li 
was  three  times  on  the  Votes.]  On  the 
Votes  !  Why,  not  one  Member  in  fifty  ever 
sees  the  Votes.  I  think  that  a  notice  of 
so  important  a  character  should  have  been 
given  in  a  more  solemn  way.  I  will  ask 
the  House  whether  so  important  a  matter 
ought  to  be  treated  in  so  flippant  a  man- 
ner? I  think,  too,  that  the  whole  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(the  Solicitor  General)  was  unworthy  of 
himself.  The  Government  ought  to  have 
coroe  forward  with  a  clear  statement  of 
what  they  intend.  It  is  not  altogethw 
that  these  two  boroughs,  in  this  flippant 
manner,  are  taken  out  of  this  Bill  of  pains 
and  penalties;  but  what  will  be  the  efieet 
produced  upon  the  public  ?  You  call  upon 
the  country  to  sanction  what  is,  at  the  nrst 
sight,  one  of  the  greatest  invasions  of  the 
constituent  privileges  that  can  be  contem- 
plated, and  you  hold  out  to  the  country 
that  you  have  not  ventured  to  take  the 
step  until  after  the  most  matured  investi- 
gation, and  the  deepest  and  wisest  counsel. 
But  what  does  the  Crown  officer  say  to- 
night with  a  frankness  that  does  him 
honour  ?  Why,  that  the  Bill  was  prepared 
in  a  haphazard  manner — that  names  of 
boroughs  were  flung  across  the  table  of 
the  House,  and  that  he  inserted  them  in 
this  black  law — that  an  hon.  Gentleman, 
not  now  present,  over  the  green  table,  said, 
if  you  insert  such  a  borough,  why  not  in- 
sert such  another  borough — and  that  the 
Solicitor  General,  in  order  to  show  that 
there  was  no  such  thing  as  party  feeling, 
says  he  is  ready  for  anything,  and  takes 
the  first  name  which  is  thrown  over  the 
table,  and  inserts  it  in  this  Bill  to  disfran- 
chise the  people  of  England.  After  the 
strange  confessions  of  the  Solicitor  General 
to-night,  the  Committee,  I  think,  will  do 
well  to  take  a  little  more  time  for  consid- 
eration, before  it  proceeds  with  this  Bill. 
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We  ought  to  move  that  you,  Sir,  report 
progress,  in  order  that  the  GoYemmeDt 
may  come  forward  with  a  measure  more 
matured  and  better  founded.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  proposition  ought  to 
be  aancUoned,  not  only  by  the  evidence  as 
it  exists,  but  by  their  own  counsel;  and  I 
hope  ihe  Government  will  not  attempt  to 
t«ke  a  course  which,  as  regards  the  people 
of  England,  is  the  most  important  that 
they  could  take,  without  a  little  more 
thought  and  consideration  for  the  public 
rights  and  public  opinion.  That  the  Go- 
vernment may  have  the  opportunity  of  pur- 
suing that  course,  I  move  that  the  Chair- 
man report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  he 
could  not  but  admire  the  tactics  which  on 
this  occasion  were  pursued  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  They  were  quite  new,  ex- 
ceedingly ingenious,  and  might  be  found  of 
great  use,  if  not  in  promoting  the  public 
welfare — if  not  in  attaining  any  measure 
useful  to  the  State — at  least  in  embarrass- 
ing the  progress  of  measures  which  might 
have  such  objects  in  view.  He  had  heard 
it  lately  made  a  matter  of  regret  that  there 
was  not  at  present  a  leader  of  Opposition 
in  the  House — a  leader  who  might  in  some 
degree  control,  and  be  responsible,  for  the 
conduct  of  the  party  who  followed  him. 
But  although  that  was  the  state  of  things 
which  existed  in  former  days,  he  could  not 
but  observe  that  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
now  found  a  better  plan.  They  had  two 
leaders  of  Opposition,  who  it  appeared  were 
to  adopt  two  different  lines  of  policy.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Solicitor 
General,  yielding,  it  might  be,  too  soon 
and  too  easily  to  suggestions  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  relative  to  Bodmin, 
presented  an  opportunity  for  the  new  school 
of  tactics  to  be  displayed.  First,  then,  got 
up  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  one 
of  the  le&ders  of  the  Opposition,  and  he 
considered  that  Bodmin  had  been  inserted 
in  the  schedule  on  far  too  light  grounds — 
that  there  had  not  been  sufficient  evidence 
adduced  to  justify  its  appearance  there  at 
all.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  supported 
in  that  view.  The  general  sense  of  the 
House  appeared  to  be  with  him.  There 
was  no  charge  against  the  sitting  Member 
—the  charges  which  were  made  against 
the  dectoral  body  were  confined  to  a  few 
persons.  Such  being  the  case,  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  consented  to  leave 
Bodmin  out  of  the  schedule.  Up  imme- 
diatdy  started  the  oth^  leader  of  the  Op- 


position, exclaiming  that  in  sparing  Bod- 
min we  could  only  be  acting  from  corrupt 
motives;  that  he  would  not  have  thought 
of  omitting  Bodmin  and  Bolton,  if  the 
Members  for  Bodmin  and  Bolton  had  not 
been  supported  by  Government;  and  so  in- 
ferring that  all  supporters  of  Government 
had  nothing  to  fear.  Now  let  the  House 
observe  the  tact  with  which  this  was 
managed.  Had  Bodmin  been  retained  in 
schedule,  what  an  outcry  we  should  have 
had  !  The  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire 
would  have  taken  up  the  cry — Government 
were  acting  most  unjustly — here  was  a 
great  case  of  hardship :  a  borough  dis- 
franchised for  a  couple  of  slices  of  cold  mut-- 
ton  and  a  glass  of  brandy  and  water.  But 
now  came  the  stratagem — ^now  appeared 
the  obvious  advantage  of  leaders  of  Oppo- 
sition marching  different  ways — one  Gen- 
tleman very  indignant  at  the  insertion  of 
Bodmin — the  other  Gentleman  very  indig- 
nant at  the  omission  of  Bodmin.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire talked  of  this  Bill  as  brought  in  to 
produce  the  effect  of  the  last  scene  in  a 
melodrama.  If  it  were  a  melodrama,  cer- 
tainly both  the  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Mem- 
bers for  Dorsetshire  and  Buckinghamshire 
played  well  their  parts,  having  settled  be- 
forehand that  one  hon.  Gentlemen  was*  to 
be  indignant  at  the  insertion  of  Bodmin^ 
while  the  other  was  to  be  indignant  at  its 
omission.  He  thought  that  in  bringing 
forward  this  Bill,  and  asking  the  consent 
of  the  House  to  it,  the  only  fair  ground 
they  could  take  was,  the  assertions  of  the 
different  reports  of  Committees  appointed  by 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire said  that  they  ought  to  have  pursued  a 
different  course;  and  he  begged  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  what  would  have  been 
the  case  if  they  had  taken  that  course. 
Was  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  So- 
licitor General  to  have  gone  through  the 
evidence  in  each  of  these  cases,  and  without 
attending  to  the  report  of  the  Committee — 
was  he  to  have  carefully  weighed  the  value 
of  the  evidence  of  every  witness,  and  have 
determined  how  much  criminality  attached 
to  each  ?  If  they  had  come  forward  and 
had  said,  ''  We  have  gone  through  the 
evidence  in  the  case  of  fifteen  boroughs; 
we  do  not  rely  on  the  reports,  but  we  have 
made  up  our  minds  that,  as  to  twelve  of 
these  boroughs,  there  is  sufficient  evidence, 
and  that  as  to  three  there  is  not" — only 
conceive  what  a  case  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  would  have  had  to  have 
folWwed  through  all  the  evidence.     He 
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would  have  said,  "  They  proceed  entirely 
on  party  grounds.  I  will  show  you  on  the 
evidence  of  John  Brown  and  Thomas 
White,  you  ought  to  have  inserted  this 
borough,  and  omitted  the  other.*'  It  would 
liave  lasted  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire, with  his  ingenuity  and  readiness  in 
picking  holes  and  taking  an  advantage,  for 
a  whole  year;  and  they  would  have  been 
sitting  on  this  Bill  till  Christmas.  If  they 
had  fallen  into  that  trap,  he  was  quite  sure 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  delighted  in 
the  torments  he  would  have  inflicted  on 
them,  and  he  knew  not  when  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  let  them  out  of  it. 
He  thought  they  had  taken  a  far  better 
course  in  saying  they  would  go  by  the  re- 
port of  the  Committees.  From  nothing 
which  he  had  heard  to-night,  or  on  various 
other  nights  (and  they  had  had  somewhat 
long  and  not  very^  amusing  discussion  on 
this  subject),  had  he  been  at  all  persuaded 
that  it  was  not  right  in  Parliament  to  pro- 
ceed and  carry  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  His 
impression  was,  that  after  the  number  of 
Committees  they  had  had  sitting  this  year, 
and  the  number  of  those  Committees  who 
had  declared  that,  in  certain  cases  there 
were  practices  which  had  prevailed,  not 
only  in  late  elections,  but  in  many  former 
elections,  either  of  bribery  or  treating,  he 
thought  it  was  due  to  the  country  that 
there  should  be  some  further  investigation; 
and  that  Parliament  should  have  before  it 
the  means  of  carefully  considering  what 
measures  they  should  adopt  on  this  sub- 
ject. If  they  shut  their  eyes  and  said 
they  would  take  no  further  proceedings, 
they  would  throw  great  suspicion  on  their 
conduct.  His  belief  was  that  they  had 
taken  the  fairest  method  of  investigation — 
the  most  impartial  mode  of  investigation — 
by  requiring  the  Committee  to  be  formed 
like  Election  Committees;  and  if  these 
Committees  thought  it  advisable  to  have 
the  examination  on  the  spot,  then  to  have 
a  commissioner  named  by  the  senior  Judge 
who  appointed  the  revising  barrister.  He 
believed  that  was  at  least  an  impartial 
course.  These  boroughs,  as  he  had  said, 
were  taken  out  of  this  general  mass,  on 
account  of  these  reports  being  made ;  and 
when  they  were  asked  what  course  they 
should  pursue  after  these  reports  were 
made,  he  must  say  that  must  depend  on 
the  nature  of  the  evidence  and  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee.  At  all  events,  he 
thought  that,  by  this  strict  inquiry,  they 
would  show  they  were  ready  to  condemn 
these  corrupt  practices.     He  believed  it 


would  redound  to  the  character  of  the 
House  that  they  should  showthemselTes 
ready  to  investigate  the  cases  and  adopt 
such  measures;  and  he  was  sure  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  given  as  much  o^ppo- 
sition  to  this  measure  as  if  it  had  been  a 
party  measure  of  the  Government,  would 
find  themselves,  by  maintaining  the  char- 
acter of  Parliament,  as  much  gainers  as 
any  other  parties. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  in  this  dis- 
cussion  they  had  had  tragedy,  comedy, 
and  melodrame,  and  it  would  be  well  if 
at  last  they  did  not  come  to  farce.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  there  was  a 
private  understanding  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  take  a  particular  line;  but  did 
it  not  occur  to  the  noble  Lord — he  was  sure 
it  would  to  the  country — that  no  Gentle- 
man, or  set  of  Gentlemen,  or  human  being, 
could  have  imagined  that  the  Government 
would  take  the  course  it  had  done.  Was 
it  very  hard  to  conceive  that  on  a  question 
affecting  the  rights  and  the  franchise  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  put  places  into  the 
schedule  of  the  Bill  without  examination, 
and  then  without  examination  put  them 
out  ?  In  the  whole  history  of  Parliament, 
such  another  instance  could  not  be  found. 
The  noble  Lord  found  fault  with  him  (Mr. 
Henley)  because  he  wished  the  evidence 
to  be  looked  to;  but  that  was  the  natural 
course  for  any  one  who  wished  to  come  to 
a  correct  conclusion.  But  the  operation 
of  the  Bill,  after  all,  was  like  hanging  a 
man  first  and  trying  him  afterwards.  Was 
it  not  a  fact  that  both  the  Committee  and 
the  Commission  would  commence  their 
labours  with  a  foregone  conclusion  ?  He 
contended  that  they  were  not  in  a  position 
to  go  further  with  the  Bill  that  night;  from 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  it  was 
more  and  more  apparent  that  they  ought 
not  to  proceed  hastily.  He  thought  the 
proceedings  of  to-night  would  go  far  to 
satisfy  the  people  of  England  that  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  were  inclined  to  **  strain 
at  a  gnat,  and  swallow  a  camel.  *  *  The  very 
hair  on  their  head  seemed  to  stand  on  end 
at  hearing  that  a  poor  unfortunate  devil 
had  got  a  glass  of  beer  for  his  vote;  and 
yet  when  an  hon.  Member  got  up  and 
complained  of  their  inserting  his  borough 
in  the  schedule,  though  he  had  supported 
the  Government  for  the  last  three  months, 
that  instant  the  borough  was  taken  out  of 
the  BUI. 

Dr.  BOWRING  said,  after  what  had 
passed,  he  could  not  consent  to  Bolton 
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being  withdrawn.  He  denied  that  the 
Govemment  could  have  been  influenced  to 
withdraw  it  from  party  motives;  for  his 
hon.  Colleague  invariahly  voted  against 
Government,  and  he  gave  them  by  no 
means  an  unqualified  support.  But  he 
courted  inquiry,  and  he  was  sure  if  there 
were  vile  and  corrupt  people  among  the 
electors,  it  was  for  the  interest  of  all  par- 
ties that  they  should  be  exposed. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  :  This  comes  of 
"  that  same  giving  back.**  A  stratagem 
of  war,  of  course  a  hlameless  one,  is  played 
off  upon  us  from  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  Resistance  is  made  to  putting  two 
boroughs  into  the  schedule;  and  when  the 
Government  concedes  the  point,  it  is  told 
it  was  because  the  Members  for  those  bo- 
roughs voted  on  their  side.  The  only  way 
to  get  out  of  this  position,  is  for  the  Go- 
vernment side  of  the  House  to  insist  on 
coming  to  a  division,  and  then  their  con- 
stituents will  know  what  every  man  sup- 
ported. The  tendency  of  leaving  these 
boroughs  out  of  the  schedule,  is  plainly  to 
give  ground  for  maintaining  that  treating 
is  not  bribery. ,  Bribery  is  admitted  to  be  a 
sin;  but  ti^ating  was  never  prohibited. 
The  distinction  is  taken  from  that  chap- 
lain to  Newgate,  who  said,  **  If  you  will 
drink,  let  it  be  punch,  which  is  a  liquor 
nowhere  spoken  against  in  Scripture.'* 
This  side  of  the  House  knows  full  well, 
that  treating  operates  against  the  purity  of 
election  as  well  as  bribery,  and  that  the 
object  of  both  is  the  same,  to  give  the  de- 
cision of  elections  to  the  longest  purse. 
The  only  way  for  the  independent  Mem- 
bers on  the  Government  side  to  clear 
themselves,  woyild  be  to  go  to  a  division. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  Chairman  do  report  progress  : — 
Ayes  35;  Noes  116  :  Majority  81. 
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List 

Arkwright,  G. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Bankes,  G. 
Benbow,  J. 
Benett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Boldero,  II.  G. 
Burroughes,  H. 
CabbeU,  B.  B. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Grogan,  £. 
namilton,  G.  A. 
Harris,  hon.  Gapt. 
Henley,  J.  W. 


of  the  Ayes. 

Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Miles,  W. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Verner,  Sir  W. 
Waddington,  II.  S. 
Wodehouse,  £. 

TELLSBS. 

Disraeli,  B. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  H.  E. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brocklchurst,  J. 
Brockroan,  E.  D. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
BuUer,  C. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Christy,  S. 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  Sir.  W. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dick,  Q. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncufl,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Fagan,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FitzPatrick,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Fox.  W.  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hon.W.  E. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Ilawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heald,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Kershaw,  J. 

Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 


Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 
M'Cullagh.  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Mandeville,  Visct. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Brien,  T. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Parker,  J. 
Pearson,  C. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rich,  H. 
Roroilly,  Sir  J. 
Rumbold,  C.  £. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutheriiird,  A. 
Sandars,  J. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somerville,rt.hon.SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thoruely,  T. 
ToUemache,  hon.  F.  J, 
Townsbend,  Capt. 
Turner,  E. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Tynte,  Col. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyld,  J. 

TBLLEBa. 

Tufoell,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


The  question  that  Bodmin  he  added  to 
the  Schedule  negatived. 

On  the  question  that  Bolton  he  inserted 
in  the  Schedule,  the  Committee  divided : — 
Ayes  118;  Noes  14:  Majority  104. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Benbow,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 


Boldero,  H.  G. 
Christy,  S. 
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Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N» 
Sibthorp,  Col. 


Somerset,  Capt, 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 


TBLLBRS. 

Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Henley,  Jv  W. 

House  resumed.  Bill  to  be  i-e-commit- 
ted. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  Two 
o^clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  August  11,  1848. 

Mnf  UTBS.]     Took  the  Oa<A«.— The  Earl  of  Dude. 

Public  Bills. — 1*>  Registers  of  Sasines  (Scotland);  Court 
of  Justiciary  (Seotland)}    Chancery  Proceedings  Airther 
Regulation. 
2»  MiliUa  Ballot!  Suapentlon. 
iZ^por^Mf.— Ecclesiastical   Jurisdiction ;' Loan    Societies; 

Highway  Rates;  Bankrupts'  Release. 
3*  and  passed :— Trustees'  Relief;    Paymaster's  Offices 
Consolidation. 

PBTITIONS  PnaSBNTBD.  From  Salford.  and  Stalybridge,  in 
fiivour  of  the  Adoption  of  a  System  of  Secular  Educa- 
tion.—From  Wakdield  and  Gloucester,  for  the  Reduction 
of  the  Warlike  Expenditure  of  this  Country. — Prom 
Barford  and  Arnold,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Law  of  Settle- 
ment— From  the  Members  of  several  Lodges  of  the  In- 
dependent Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  and  Order  of  Foresters, 
for  the  Extension  of  the  Provisions  of  the  Benefit  So- 
cieties Act  to  these  Orders.— From  Members  of  the  Glou- 
cester Temperance  Society,  for  the  Enactment  of  Sanitary 
Measures.— From  the  Parish  of  St.  Martin-in-the-Fields, 
for  Improving  the  Sanitary  Coudition  of  the  Metropolis. 
^-From  the  Counties  of  Cumberland  and  Cork,  and 
Colony,  of  New  South  Wales,  that  no  Bill  may  be 
passed,  that  will  have  the  efftct  of  Diminishing  the 
Electoral  Privileges  of  the  Inhabitants  of  New  South 
Wales. 
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Friday,  August  11,  1848. 

MiNUTBf.]  PUBUC  Bills. — !<>  Controverted  Elections; 
Labouring  Poor  (Ireland). 

V*  Militia  Pay;  Sheep,  dfcc.  Importation  Prohibition; 
Sheep,  Ac.,  Contagious  Disorders  Prevention;  Out 
Pensioners. 

Reported, — Turnpike  Acts  Continuance;  Money  Order 
Department  (Post  Office);  Metropolitan  Commissions  of 
Sewers ;  Poor  Removal  (No.  2) ;  Boroughs  Incorpora- 
Uon. 

30  and  passed:— Court  of  Justiciary  (Scotland);  Criminal 
Law  Administration  Amendment ;  Roisters  of  Sasines, 
&c  (Scotland) ;  Fisheries  (Ireland). 
Pbtitions  PBtsBitTBD.  By  Mr.  Newdegate,  trom  the  Elec- 
tors of  Derby,  for  the  Issue  of  a  Writ  for  that  Borough. 
— By  Mr.  Forster,  fh>m  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Bur- 
gesses of  the  Borough  of  Berwick-upon-Tweed,  in  favour 
of  the  Marriage  (Scotland)  Bill.-  By  Sir  J.  Y.  Buller, 
against  the  Copper  and  Lead  Duties  Bill. — By  Mr.  Clay, 
Arora  the  Committee  of  the  Hull  Guardian  Society  for 
the  Protection  of  Trade,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law 
respecting  County  Courts.— By  Viscount  Morpeth,  from 
the  Township  of  High  and  Low  Bishopside,  Yorkriiire, 
in  favour  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  BilL — By  Mr. 
Spooner,  from  the  Guardians  of  die  Aston  Union,  War- 
wickshire, for  Repeal  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act— By 
Dr.  Bowring,  Arom  Members  of  the  Independent  Order  of 
Odd  Fellows,  of  the  Bolton  District,  against  the  Provi- 
dent Associations  Fraud  Prevention  Bill.— By  Mr. 
Frewen,  firom  the  Parish  of  Salehurst,  Sussex,  to  take 
the  SUte  of  tlM  Tttnipike  Trusts  iato  Considmuioa. 
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Mr.  URQUHART  rose  to  poft^xnM 
until  Monday  his  Motion  relative  to  the 
expenditure  for  diplomatic  agents  abroad. 

Sir  DE  L.  EVANS  would  take  the  op- 
portunity  of  reminding  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stafford,  that  he  had  on  a  former  occa- 
sion spoken  disrespectfully  of  General 
D'Aguilar,  Colonel  Brotherton,  and  Briga* 
dier  General  M'Doughal.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  justified  in  speaking 
in  such  terms  of  disparagement  of  those 
who  served  their  country,  by  serving  in 
the  armies  of  her  allies. 

Mr.  URQUHART:  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
will  assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster,  that  he  is  perfectly  cor- 
rect in  the  statement  that  ho  has  made  re* 
garding  myself :  he  has  hit  the  right  nail 
on  the  head.  It  is  precisely  the  part  I 
have  taken  in  the  affairs  of  Greece,  that  is 
the  origin  of  those  conclusions  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  says  I  have 
been  so  persevering  in  placing  before  my 
countrymen.  He  will  recollect  that  these 
circumstances  occurred  in  my  early  life; 
but  they  are  the  key  of  my  future  condad. 
It  was  the  share  I  had  in  that  war,  and 
the  instinct  of  its  injustice,  that  first  led 
me  to  investigate  this  great  subject;  and 
when  I  did  discover  the  delusion  under 
which  I  had  laboured  in  common  with  my 
fellow-countrymen  at  this  particular  time, 
I  did  feel  myself  oppressed  with  a  load  of 
shame  and  guilt,  and  I  have  been  impelled 
unceasingly  to  labour  to  awaken  others 
in  like  manner,  and  thereby  to  recover  Uie 
sense  of  law  and  right  among  a  nation  from 
whose  breast  within  a  single  generation  it 
has  utterly  passed  away.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  seems  very  needlessly  sen- 
sitive at  once,  and  contemptuous  in  refer- 
ence to  certain  epithets  which  I  have  used, 
and  which  he  chooses  to  say,  and  says 
justly,  apply  to  myself  no  less  than  to 
those  in  reference  to  whom  I  had  used 
them.  But  if  I  remember  correctly,  and 
if  I  have  read  aright,  discussions  whick 
took  place  in  former  years  in  this  House, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  not 
merely  characterized  as  a  Pirate,  but  as  a 
Condottiere ;  consequently  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  now  says  that  he  is  in- 
different to  such  an  allegation  as  coming 
from  me,  I  am  not  at  all  surprised.  The 
words  which  I  have  uttered  here  have  not 
been  uttered  for  the  first  time,  nor  has  the 
picture  which  has  been  drawn  the  merit  of 
originality.  These  charges  have  been  as- 
serted repeatedly,  without  exciting  the  hon. 


»5 


Untawj^l 


{km.  11} 


Wdr-JUMng. 


88 


and  gaBant  6entleman*9  sensitivenesB.  As 
to  General  D'Aguilar,  I  entertain  peculiar 
respect  for  his  personal  character ;  hut  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  will  see  that  the 
question  raised  is  a  great  and  public  mat- 
ter ;  he  will  see  that  it  is  nothing  less 
than  that  whole  subject  which  has  pro- 
duced the  volumes  of  Suaree,  and  Vattel, 
and  GrotiuB,  and  all  the  great  authorities 
upon  international  law;  he  will  see  that  we 
are  touching  no  less  a  question  than  the 
lawfulness  or  the  unlawfulness  of  the  acts 
of  one  nation  in  regard  to  another.  This 
question  was  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  himself.  I  did  not  rush 
unexpectedly  forward  and  tumble  a  cor- 
respondence upon  the  table.  I  was  listen- 
ing to  the  details  of  the  Army  Estimates, 
without  the  remotest  intention  of  taking 
part  in  the  discussion,  when,  in  reference 
to  the  Caffre  war  and  the  officers  engaged 
in  it,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  himself 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
services  rendered  in  China.  Upon  that 
occasion  I  said  that  there  was  a  line  to 
be  drawn  between  the  one  and  the  other, 
because  in  the  one  case  the  officers  had 
acted  under  lawful  and  in  the  other  under 
unlawful  orders.  My  observations  were 
consequently  directed,  not  against  the  offi- 
cers employed,  but  against  their  employ- 
ers. [Lord  John  Russell  here  entered  the 
House,  and  took  his  seat  on  the  Trecuury 
Bench.]  I  am  glad  at  length  to  see  the 
noble  Lord  in  his  place.  I  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  noble  Lord,  who  is  a  con- 
stitutional authority,  to  the  question  we 
are  now  discussing,  of  the  lawfulness  of 
orders  for  making  war.  I  had  not  in  my 
mind,  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  refer, 
any  individuals;  but  certainly  it  was  my 
duty  as  a  representative  in  this  House, 
before  voting  money  to  be  expended  for 
such  purposes,  to  do  my  best  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  and  of  the 
House  to  the  possible  lawlessness  of  the 
service  on  which  those  men  might  be  sent; 
and  this  was  an  act  of  mercy  to  them  to 
prevent  them  as  well  as  the  nation  from 
being  subjected  to  the  disgrace  and  guilt 
of  such  acts.  My  observations,  moreover, 
were  addressed  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Foreign  Department;  and  yet 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  brings  the 
charge  against  me  that  I  had  taken  the 
occasion  of  his  absence  to  make  such 
statements  and  allegations.  I  trust  I 
have  satisfied  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman that  I  was  not  guilty  of  what  he 
attributed  to  me;  I  trust,  also,  that  I  have 


made  it  clear  to  him,  both  from  what  I 
have  stated  regarding  the  motives  which 
have  led  me  to  enter  upon  this  investiga- 
tion, as  well  as  from  the  particular  reasons 
which  induced  me  to  make  the  remarks  in 
question  on  the  Army  Estimates,  that  I 
have  no  personal  feeling  in  this  matter; 
that  I  am  moved  by  no  other  feeling  than 
that  of  deep  shame  for  my  country's  guilt, 
and  by  a  desire  at  all  events  to  rid  my 
own  conscience  from  a  share  in  it.  I  may 
further  add,  that  if  there  could  be  one 
circumstance  which  I  could  have  desired 
to  be  my  fate  and  fortune,  it  would  be  to 
have  been  an  officer  employed  in  any  one 
of  those  unlawful  expeditions,  that  I 
might,  by  bearing  testimony  to  the  law 
by  my  own  blood,  have  redeemed  the  na- 
tion from  this  delusion.  I  further  say.  Sir, 
that  I  have  not  lived  in  vain  since  I  have 
raised  this  question — the  legality  of  war — 
in  the  Senate  of  this  nation,  and  denoun- 
ced in  its  own  face  its  crimes  in  the  hour 
of  its  guilt  and  folly. 

Sir,  the  question  of  the  lawfulness  of 
the  order  depends  not  upon  the  authority 
from  which  it  emanates,  but  on  the  char- 
acter with  which  it  is  invested.  The  order 
to  a  military  man  to  draw  a  weapon  or  to 
shed  blood  in  a  foreign  land,  must  be  the 
act  of  the  Crown,  accompanied  with  all  the 
legal  formalities  which  the  wisdom  of  our 
ancestors  has  deemed  necessary  to  sur- 
round and  to  check  so  awful  a  preroga- 
tive. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  raising  a  very  large  question. 
We  wish  now  to  go  into  Committee  upon  the 
Navy  Estimates,  and  I  trust  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  allow  the  Committee  to  proceed. 

Mr.  URQUHART  :  Sir,  the  noble  Lord 
was  not  present  when  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  behind  him  made  the  observa- 
tions to  which  I  reply.  The  noble  Lord 
was  not  present  when  I  gave  way  with 
every  desire  not  unnecessarily  to  interfere 
with  the  public  business,  and  postponed 
my  Motion.  I  therefore  deserve,  I  think, 
the  indulgence  even  of  the  noble  Lord.  I 
had  characterised  certain  acts  in  a  certain 
manner,  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man tells  me  that  I  had  no  right  do  so; 
but  he  has  not  so  much  as  touched  on  the 
ground  of  that  qualification.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  says  these  officers  acted 
under  lawful  authority,  and  he  does  not 
know  what  lawful  authority  means.  He 
says  that  he  w5uld  act  in  obedience  to  a 
superior.  An  order  has  to  be  lawful  in 
itself  before  it  can  be  lawfully  obeyed;  and 
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I  appeal  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, would  be,  as  a  military  man  (and  I 
believe  tbat  military  men  understand  mueb 
better  tban  civilians  tbeir  rights  and  duties, 
and  have  some  sense  of  discipline  which 
civilians  have  not),  take  upon  himself  the 
responsibility  of  firing  upon  a  crowd  not 
offending  him  unless  the  magistrates  had 
interfered,  and  imless  the  Riot  Act  had 
been  read  ?  Is  he  so  little  of  a  soldier  as 
not  to  know  that  he  is  responsible  for  every 
act  he  does?  and  that  when  he  has  not  the 
due  warrant  he  cannot  touch  one  of  his 
fellow-citizens  in  the  streets,  nor  use  the 
weapon  that  is  hanging  by  his  side  ?  Is  he 
to  suppose  that  any  authority  is  to  justify 
him  when  he  goes  forth  with  thousands 
and  tens  of  thousands  to  attack  a  whole 
people,  and  that  such  an  act  is  not  hor- 
rible unless  sanctioned  by  the  law  and  with 
the  warrant  of  the  Queen  ?  If  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  will  answer  me  one 
question,  I  am  content  to  leave  the  subject. 
If  he  will  say  that  he  has  the  right  at  home 
to  use  his  weapons  without  warrant,  I 
will  not  add  a  word  more;  and  on  tlie 
other  side  I  shall  not  add  one  word  more 
if  he  says,  "  I  know  I  have  no  authority 
to  act  as  a  soldier  uuless  I  am  authorised 
by  the  civil  power."  That  position  no  mi- 
litary man  will  deny  in  regard  to  home 
affairs,  and  the  same  rule  must  hold  with 
respect  to  foreign  affairs.  That  which  is 
the  Riot  Act  at  home  is  the  proclamation 
of  war  abroad. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  :  The  hon. 
Member  says  he  will  be  satisfied  if  I  an- 
swer his  question  ;  I  therefore  tell  him 
that  I  should  not  act  against  a  crowd  un- 
less the  Riot  Act  were  read. 

Mr.  URQUHART  :  Sir,  I  close  now 
my  argument.  I  have  here  the  judgment 
of  Chief  Justice  Tindal  in  reference  to  the 
affairs  of  China;  but  I  prefer  the  judgment 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  who 
has  no  crotchets  such  as  might  be  attribut- 
ed to  that  learned  Judge  or  to  myself. 

Captain  HARRIS :  Sir,  I  rise  to  order. 
I  do  not  think  we  need  have  a  chapter  of 
Grotius  or  Vattel  read.  [ Cries  0/  **  Oh!  *' 
and  "Order!"] 

Mr.  HUME  :  Sir,  I  do  not  agree  in 
every  particular  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Urquhart),  but  I  nevertheless  go  along 
with  him  to  a  great  extent.  I  think  the 
observations  which  have  fallen  from  him  of 
very  great  importance,  and  I  think  that 
he  ought  to  bring  on  this  subject  separ- 
ately, and  not  mix  it  up  with  these  Esti- 


mates, because  the  operations,  as  far  as 
the  Navy  concerns  have  been  conducted, 
are,  regulated  under  lawful  orders.     The 
question  to  be  considered  is  the  conduct  of 
those  who  have  issued  the  orders;  and  I 
promise  my  hon.   Friend  that  if  be  will 
bring  the  subject  forward  as  a  separate 
Motion,  I  will  give  him  my  assistance.     I 
'  think  it  better  not  to  mix  up  this  question 
with  the  Navy  or  Army  Estimates.     If 
,  the  Navy  or  Ai-my  have  acted  wrong,  they 
I  may  have  done    it   with   no   idea  of  its 
being  illegal.     I  apprehend  that  those  who 
I  have  acted  illegally  in  the  first  instance 
I  ought  to  be  brought  to  justice,  and  not 
the  gallant  officers  who  have  carried  the 
orders  into  execution.     I  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  that  it  is  a  question  of  vast 
importance,  involving  as  it  does  the  law  of 
nations ;  I  therefore  hope  he  will  postpone 
his  observations  now  upon  these  Estimates, 
■  and  take  another  opportunity  of  introduc- 
ing them  by  way  of  Motion.     I  dare  say 
•  he  will  find  an  opportunity  before  the  Ses- 
'  sion  is  over. 

I  Mr.  URQUHART:  Sir,  I  am  rery 
much  indebted  to  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Hume)  for  his  suggestion.  If  my  hon. 
;  Friend  had  attended  to  what  I  have  said, 
I  he  would  have  seen  that  I  was  proceeding 
not  to  quote  the  authority  of  Grotius  or 
Vattel,  but  that  I  preferred  the  authority 
\  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
:  Member  for  Westminster  (Sir  De  Lacy 
Evans).  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  two  nights  back  gave  me  an  an- 
swer with  which  I  was  forced  then  to  be 
content,  and  which  I  wish  now  to  record. 
I  stated  to  the  noble  Lord  that  I  should 
divide  the  Committee  on  every  item  of  the 
Estimates,  unless  I  had  the  assurance 
from  himself  that  the  Navy  would  not 
henceforward  be  employed  unlawfully ;  and 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  third  occasion  of 
my  asking  made  this  answer — that  the 
Navy  "would  not  be  employed  except 
according  to  the  law  of  nations.'*  I  be- 
lieve that  this  was  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  if  I  am  wrong  I  beg  to 
be  corrected.  Now,  then,  I  beg  that  the 
fact  may  be  borne  in  mind — I  have  ob- 
tained that  assurance  from  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  troops  of  Her  Majesty  are  no 
longer  to  be  employed  in  violation  of  the 
law  of  nations,  From  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Westminster,  I  have  got 
the  judgment  that  the  Riot  Act  is  re- 
quired to  legalise  force.  Now,  I  assert, 
in  like  manner,  that  it  is  against  the  law 
of  nations  to  draw  a  weapon  against  a  fo- 
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reign  Power  without  a  formal  declaration 
of  war. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  ward  moved  a  vote  of  139,350?. 
for  salaries  of  officers  and  contingent  ex- 
penses of  Her  Majesty's  naval  establish- 
ments at  home. 

*Mr.  HUME  observed,  that  in  very  many 
of  our  dockyards  the  salaries  of  the  super- 
intendents and  petty  officers  exceeded  the 
amount  of  money  paid  to  the  actual  work- 
men; and  he  concurred  in  the  opinion  of 
Sir  J.  Barrow  that  our  dockyards  were 
overstocked  with  superintendents  and  petty 
officers.  A  great  deal  of  money,  too,  was 
spent  in  building  ships,  a  great  many  of 
the  ships  so  built  never  going  to  sea  at  all, 
but  being  kept  rotting  in  ordinary. 

Mr.  WARD  said,  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  was  most  anxious  not  to  incur 
any  expenditure  without  producing  desir- 
able public  results.  The  larger  class  of 
French  ships  had  made  it  necessary,  look- 
ing to  the  possible  contingency  of  a  rup- 
ture, to  make  successive  changes  in  the 
class  and  rating  of  our  ships,  so  as  to  en- 
able our  sailor^  to  meet  a  gallant  enemy 
fairly  on  equal  terms  in  case  of  aggression. 
He  hoped  when  they  again  met,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  find  that  every  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee  which  could  be 
safely  adopted  would  be  carried  out  and 
acted  on.  Our  power  in  sailing  vessels 
was  indisputable;  but  we  might  have  an 
irresistible  fleet  of  sailing  vessels  lying 
windbound  and  absolutely  useless  without 
steamers  to  bring  them  to  bear  on  a  hostile 
force.  The  invention  of  steam  had  brought 
other  countries  more  on  a  level  with  us; 
and  if  we  had  not  placed  ourselves  in  the 
position  we  now  happily  occupied  by  a 
large  increase  in  our  steam  navy,  it  might 
truly  have  been  said,  as  it  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cobden),  that  **  the 
invention  of  steam  was  a  curse  instead  of 
a  blessing  to  this  country.**  Thanks  to 
the  exertions  of  two  successive  Boards  of 
Admiralty,  we  could  now  bid  defiance  to 
any  foe. 

Mr.  cobden  could  by  no  means  admit 
that  the  invention  of  steam  had  placed 
other  countries  on  a  level  with  England, 
abounding  as  she  did  with  iron  and  coal, 
which  formed  the  chief  elements  of  effi- 
ciency in  that  arm  of  the  naval  service. 
It  was  utterly  ridiculous  for  the  hon.  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  to  state  that  the 
imrention  of  steam  bad  placed  this  coun- 


try relatively  in  a  worse  position  than  our 
neighbours. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Several  other  votes  agreed  to. 

At  three  o'clock, 

Mr.  HUME  thought  it  would  be  very 
desirable  that  the  Chairman  should  resume 
the  chair  at  five  o'clock,  without  reporfing 
progress,  in  order  to  avoid  the  discussions 
which  might  take  place  on  the  Motion  of 
again  resolving  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply. 

Chairman  left  the  chair. 

House  adjourned  till  five  o'clock.  At 
five,  House  again  in  Committee  of   Sup- 

piy- 

The  CHAIRMAN  having  resumed  his 
place,  put  the  question  that  a  sum  of 
557,213^.  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for 
the  expense  of  naval  stores,  and  for  the 
building  and  repair  of  ships. 

Sir  C.  DOUGLAS  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  course  which  had  been  taken  in 
Committee  to-day.  After  the  suspension 
of  the  sitting,  the  Chairman,  without  hav- 
ing previously  reported  progress,  had  re- 
sumed the  chair.  His  object  in  calling 
attention  to  the  subject  was  merely  to 
afford  the  noble  Lord  opposite  an  opportu- 
nity of  stating  that  this  was  an  extraordi- 
nary case,  in  order  that  it  might  not  be 
drawn  into  a  precedent.  He  believed  that, 
if  the  business  of  the  House  had  proceeded 
in  the  usual  course,  it  had  been  the  inten- 
tion of  an  hon.  Gentleman  near  him  to 
put  an  important  question  to  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  with  reference  to 
railways. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  observed,  that  a 
general  desire  had  been  expressed  at  the 
early  sitting  that  the  Chairman  should  re- 
sume the  chair  in  Committee  at  five  o'clock, 
in  the  same  way  as  was  done  by  the 
Speaker  after  the  morning  sittings  of  the 
House.  He  had  consulted  the  Speaker  to 
ascertain  whether  there  was  any  objection 
in  point  of  form  to  such  a  proceeding;  and 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  his 
opinion  that  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  might  resume  the 
chair  under  such  circumstances.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  however,  that  he 
was  not  aware  that  there  was  any  prece- 
dent for  such  a  course,  and  that  if  there 
was  any  objection,  the  better  plan  would 
be  not  to  press  it.  There  did  not  seem 
to  be  any  objection  on  the  part  of  any 
Member  of  the  House  to  such  a  course 
being  taken;  but  if  any  objection  wai  felt, 
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he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  would  at  once  move 
that  the  Chairman  report  progress. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  519,740?.  he 
granted  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  charge  of  the  half-pay  of 
the  officers  of  the  Navy  and  Royal  Ma- 
rines, 

Captain  PECHELL  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  case  of  commanders 
and  lieutenants.  From  the  state  of  the 
half-pay  list,  promotion  was  ahsolutely  at 
a  stop  as  far  as  the  great  hulk  of  those 
deserving  and  meritorious  officers  were 
concerned,  and  they  saw  themselves  ex- 
cluded from  all  hope  of  rising  to  a  higher 
grade  in  their  profession.  There  were 
879  commanders,  96  of  whom  were  on  full 
pay.  The  first  150  on  the  list  received 
10s,  a  day,  the  remainder  8*.  6<i.  The 
fifty  commanders  who  retired  as  captains 
under  the  Order  in  Council,  in  1840,  on 
10s.  6d.  a  day,  ought  to  receive  something 
like  the  upper  class  of  masters,  say  128. 
6d.  a  day;  and  he  would  suggest  that  to 
the  fifty  senior  commanders  of  the  150 
who  had  retired  as  such,  a  similar  allow- 
ance of  12s.  Qd.  a  day  should  he  awarded. 
With  respect  to  the  lieutenants,  he  would 
abolish  the  difference  between  the  two 
classes.  He  would  have  both  lists  amal- 
gamated, and  to  all  he  would  grant  a  re- 
spectable retiring  allowance.  He  suggest- 
ed that  the  money  now  paid  to  admirals 
and  captains  as  freight  on  money  should 
be  appropriated  to  this  purpose.  There 
was  another  class  of  officers — the  paymas- 
ters and  pursers — ^who  were  fairly  entitled 
to  a  favourable  consideration.  They  were 
300  strong,  and  yet  the  retired  list  only 
numbered  thirty.  He  would  increase  that 
list  to  fifty,  and  give  them  all  a  decent 
allowance.  He  threw  out  these  sugges- 
tions with  the  best  possible  intentions,  and 
he  hoped  that  they  would  be  received  in  a 
corresponding  spirit. 

Mr.  ward  gave  the  gallant  Officer 
credit  for  the  best  intentions,  but  was  not 
quite  sure  that  his  plan  would  be  found 
very  practicable.  As  for  the  lieutenant- 
commanders,  he  did  not  think  that  they 
were  quite  as  badly  treated  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  appeared  to  suppose. 
It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  those  of 
them  who  retired  as  commanders  in  1815, 
did  not  serve  one  day  in  that  capacity. 
They  received  their  promotion  and  their 
half-pay  allowance  accordingly,  in  full 
acquittance  of  all  claims.  Of  those  who 
had  retired  as  lieutenants,  116  had  served 


less  than  one  year;  102  less  than  thre^ 
years,  and  109  less  than  four  years. 

Mr.  HUME  regarded  thisTOte  as  one  that 
ought  to  receive  particular  attention.  It 
was  a  very  serious  thing  to  the  public  inte- 
rest that  the  perpetual  half-pay  should  be 
very  nearly  equal  to  the  whole  of  the  ac- 
tive pay;  and  if  the  ordinary  service  were 
reduced  to  what  it  was  in  the  year  1845, 
the  whole  of  the  active  full  pay  would  lit- 
tle exceed  the  half-pay  of  the  present 
time.  By  a  rule  of  the  Admiralty,  passed 
in  1830,  the  promotions  were  to  ba  re* 
stricted  to  one  for  every  three  vaeaneieA 
that  occurred.  Now,  according  to  a  re> 
turn  which  was  laid  before  the  House  <m 
the  30th  February,  1847,  it  appeared  tliat 
245  vacancies  for  flag  officers  had  occurred, 
and  instead  of  81  promotions,  which  was 
the  proportion  allowed  by  the  Admiral^'s 
rule,  189  had  actually  taken  place.  Why, 
he  asked,  should  the  rule  have  been  broken 
through  in  this  manner  ?  Again,  316  vi^ 
cancies  for  captains  had  been  filled  up  bj 
365  promotions;  whereas,  the  proportion, 
according  to  the  rule  of  1830,  ought  to 
have  been  only  105.  What  was  the  use  of 
laying  down  rules  if  they  were  to  be  vio- 
lated in  this  way  ?  Again,  315  comman- 
ders had  died  within  the  same  period,  and 
no  less  than  685  promotions  had  been 
made  ;  which,  instead  of  being  one  for 
every  throe,  as  required  by  the  rule,  was 
actually  in  the  proportion  of  two  for  every 
one  that  died.  Again,  1,049  lieutenants 
had  died,  which,  including  48  for  the  coast- 
guard,*would  have  called  for,  agreeably  to 
the  rule,  only  397;  but  what  was  the  fact? 
Why,  as  many  as  1,224  had  been  made 
from  the  date  of  the  order  to  limit  the 
promotions.  There  could  be  little  use  for 
rules  if  they  were  to  bo  set  aside  in  this 
manner.  He  did  not,  however,  blame  anr 
particular  Admiralty,  because  all  Admiral- 
ties were  the  same.  Their  political  situa- 
tion unfortunately  obliged  the  Government 
to  reward  services  by  an  addition  to  the 
pension  list.  Every  promotion  in  the  Navy 
was  an  addition  to  tho  pension  list.  The 
Committee  had  recommended  that  they 
should  be  reduced  from  150,  the  present 
number,  to  100;  but  the  Admiralty,  he 
understood,  were  not  disposed  to  adopt 
this  recommendation.  At  present  only  14 
admirals  were  actually  employed;  and  he 
believed  that  even  to  leave  100  upon  the 
list  would  be  a  larger  number  than  was 
necessary. 

Admiral  DUNDAS  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose's  figures  were  incorrect; 
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and  in  fact  the  rule  relative  to  promotions 
had  steadily  been  adhered  to. 

Captain  BERKELEY  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  omitted  from 
his  calculation  those  officers  who  had  forced 
themselves  into  promotion  by  gallant  ser- 
vices in  every  quarter  of  the  globe. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Other  votes  agreed  to. 

MISCELLANEOUS  ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  PARKER  moved  the  first  of  these 
estimates,  which  was  for  40,9232.  to  com- 
plete die  sums  necessary  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  works  and  repairs  to  public 
buildings,  furniture  for  various  public  de- 
partments, the  maintenance  and  repair  of 
royal  palaces  and  gardens,  formerly  charged 
on  the  civil  list. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  consider- 
able  sums  had  already  been  voted  on  ac- 
count, and  the  remainder  was  so  small 
that  the  House  was  hardly  in  a  position  to 
make  any  reduction.  Since  the  original 
estimates  were  presented,  however,  a  con- 
siderable reduction  had  been  effected  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  and  the 
whole  must  come  under  review  next  Ses- 
sion. Generally  speaking,  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  by  the  Committee  over  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  preside  was,  that  in 
all  the  public  departments  there  was  want- 
ing a  proper  financial  check  upon  the  ex- 
penditure. Where  or  whence  that  check 
could  be  obtained  it  was  difficult  to  say; 
but  he  trusted  that  in  the  recess  the  sub- 
ject would  occupy  the  deliberate  attention 
of  the  Government.  That  reductions  could 
be  effected  in  the  miscellaneous  expendi- 
ture was  proved  by  the  fact  that  since 
these  estimates  had  been  presented,  they 
had  been  reduced  very  nearly  250,0002. 
There  was  a  want  of  supervision  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury  before  the  estimates 
were  produced;  but  he  must  say,  as  at 
present  constituted,  the  Treasury  had  a 
great  deal  too  much  to  do.  A  large  part 
of  the  expenditure,  too,  was  practically 
exempt  from  Parliamentary  control.  This 
was  a  subject  requiring  consideration. 
Another  subject  also  requiring  considera- 
tion was  the  amount  of  public  salaries. 
There  had  been  an  indisposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Committee  to  deal  with  indi- 
Tidual  salaries,  considering  that  regard 
should  be  had  to  them  as  a  whole.  He 
hoped  to  hear  from  the  Under  Secretary 
of  the  Colonies  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
expenses  of  the  colonies  might  be  borne 
by  themselves,  and  that  less  might  conse- 


quently devolve  upon  the  mother  country. 
He  hoped  to  hear  likewise  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer what  portion  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Miscellaneous 
Estimates  would  be  adopted  by  Her  Ma* 
jesty*s  Government  in  future  Sessions? 
In  what  department  would  they  make  re- 
visions ?  And  what  portions  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee,  if  any» 
would  be  rejected  ? 

Mr.  OSBORNE  said,  he  always  thought 
that  when  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  wanted 
a  vote  for  the  miscellaneous  estimates,  he 
came  down  to  that  House  and  made  a 
statement.  They  really  never  stood  more 
in  need  of  explanation ;  for  the  report  be- 
fore them,  whoever  drew  it  up,  was  most 
unsatisfactory.  After  setting  forth  the 
salaries  of  the  Ministers  and  high  officers 
of  State,  it  recommended  merely  that 
the  salaries  of  a  few  clerks  should  be 
reduced;  and  upon  the  subject  of  Ireland, 
one  of  the  recommendations  was,  that 
Queen's  plates  should  be  abolished.  So 
much  for  the  report;  as  to  the  item  under 
consideration,  it  was  the  most  disgraceful 
estimate  that  was  ever  brought  before  the 
House.  They  found  in  it  Windsor  Castle, 
the  Horse  Guards,  and  the  Hackney-coach 
office  in  Essex-street,  Strand,  all  mixed  up 
in  most  inextricable  confusion.  There  was 
one  item  in  it,  too,  regarding  which  he 
wanted  some  explanation.  They  ought  to 
know  what  was  meant  by  the  museum  of 
economic  geology.  He  wanted  more  de- 
tails. Any  gentleman  would  be  ashamed 
to  have  such  an  estimate  regarding  his  own 
private  establishment  presented  to  him.  He 
said  it  was  a  fraudulent  estimate;  and  when 
they  came  to  the  item  of  the  palm-house, 
at  Kew,  he  would  prove  it.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  pass  the  estimate  in  its 
present  shape;  and  he  trusted  that  some 
Minister  of  the  Crown  would  tell  the  Com- 
mittee that  at  least  for  the  future  they 
should  have  the  estimates  presented  in  a 
different  way. 

Mr.  HENRY  DRUMMOND  would  not 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman's  example  in 
**  badgering  Her  Majesty's  Ministers;" 
but,  in  duty  to  his  constituents,  he  should 
offer  a  few  observations.  He  was  called 
upon  to  vote  upon  a  document  on  which 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  form  an 
opinion ;  he  not  having  the  means  of 
forming  an  opinion  upon  any  single 
item  on  the  paper.  He  would  just 
draw  attention  to  one  item,  in  which  two 
matters  most  incongruous  w^ro  phiced  to- 
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getber,  and  which  had  struck  him  only 
that  morning.  It  was  this,  '*  oil  and  gas 
lights  for  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
St.  Martin's  public  baths  and  washhouses.'* 
It  was  all  carried  out  in  one  sum.  The 
hon.  Member  also  objected  to  many  items 
of  the  estimates,  that  they  concerned 
the  private  expenses  of  the  Royal  Family. 
He  knew  there  was  no  one  so  ill  served, 
and  no  one  so  grossly  cheated  with  things 
which  they  were  pledged  to  pay  for,  as  the 
Crown.  Some  years  ago  he  had  been  at 
Windsor,  and  he  there  saw  a  stable  which 
had  been  built  for  Her  Majesty,  and  which 
was  not  larger  than  many  similar  buildings 
belonging  to  noblemen.  He  inquired  the 
cost,  and  was  told  that  it  was  70,000^. 
He  believed  any  one  would  have  paid 
dearly  for  them  at  half  the  money. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, with  regard  to  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Middle 
sex,  must  say,  that  in  his  experience  of 
Parliament,  which  was  somewhat  longer 
than  that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer, 
he  had  never  heard  of  a  Minister  or  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  coming  down 
to  that  House  and  making  a  statement  on 
the  miscellaneous  estimates.  There  were 
no  less  than  113  different  items  in  the 
estimate  he  held  in  his  hand;  and  it  would 
be  impossible  to  make  any  general  state- 
ment with  regard  to  them.  As  to  the  re- 
mark of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Sur- 
rey, there  were  items  still  more  dissimilar 
in  character  than  those  he  had  mentioned 
to  be  found  classed  together.  But  had 
the  hon.  Gentleman  exercised  a  little  of 
that  common  sense  for  which  his  speeches 
were  generally  distinguished,  he  would 
have  seen  that  they  were  by  no  means  so 
incongruous  as  at  first  sight  might  be 
imagined.  As  to  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  be- 
hind him  {Mr.  V.  Smith)  had  been  Chair- 
man, he  thought  it  of  considerable  value. 
But  he  candidly  admitted  that  out  of  the 
mass  of  matter  presented  to  them  for  con- 
sideration, it  would  have  been  impossible 
for  them  to  hare  made  a  perfect  proposi- 
tion. Still  it  was  quite  clear  that  a  great 
reduction  of  expenditure  might  be  made 
by  the  Executive  Government.  And  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
said,  when  moving  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee,  that  that  appointment  would 
not  relieve  the  Government  from  their  re- 
sponsibility. With  regard  to  the  checks 
that  should  be  exercised  by  the  Treasury, 
he  observed  that  tho  miscellaneous  esti- 


mates were  not  presented  in  detail  to  him 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  before 
they  were  first  presented  to  the  Commit- 
tee. When  they  came  before  him  he 
pared  them  down,  and  he  thought  he 
might  have  credit  for  the  pretty  vigilant 
control  which  he  had  exercised;  and  al- 
most the  first  thing  he  had  attended  to 
was  the  sums  charged  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  But  the  pressure  of  Irish 
affairs,  and  the  business  of  Ministers  in 
that  House,  had  so  occupied  their  attention, 
as  nearly  to  prevent  them  attending  to 
anything  else.  With  reoard  to  Miy  par- 
ticular items  on  which  special  information 
should  be  required,  he  thought  it  better 
and  more  satisfactory  that  they  should 
be  dealt  with  separately,  than  alluded  to 
in  any  general  statement.  That  was  the 
mode  in  which  the  miscellaneous  estimates 
had  been  hitherto  always  treated,  and  it 
was  the  only  way  in  which  they  could  be 
properly  dealt  with.  And  he,  and  the 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would 
be,  he  trusted,  found  prepared  to  give  the 
utmost  satisfaction  on  each  item  as  it 
should  be  brought  forward. 

Dr.  BOWRING  said,  he  wished,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  to  explain  that 
there  was  no  part  of  tho  estimates  in 
which  it  was  possible  for  the  Committee 
to  have  entered  into  details.  Under  each 
head  there  were  ten  or  twenty  different 
topics  that  ought  to  be  inquired  into. 
There  were  in  all,  he  believed,  116  special 
subjects  referred  to  the  Committee;  and 
of  these  there  were  sixty  or  seventy  that 
would  each  have  required  all  tho  time  that 
the  Committee  had  been  able  to  devote 
to  their  whole  task.  The  inquiry  had 
served  to  convince  him  the  more  strongly 
of  the  truth  of  Lord  Congleton's  remark, 
that  until  Parliament  were  able  to  control 
the  whole  amount  of  the  public  expendi- 
ture, and  got  possession  of  the  whole  of 
the  public  receipts,  financial  reform  on  a 
grand  scale  could  not  possibly  be  effected. 
Under  the  circumstances  the  Committee 
could  not  possibly  have  produced  a  satis- 
factory report.  In  the  item  before  the 
House,  for  instance,  how  were  they  to 
know  how  much  of  the  vote  should  be 
given  for  Buckingham  Palace,  and  how 
much  for  Windsor  or  other  royal  resi- 
dences? If  they  could  have  visited  the 
localities,  and  looked  into  the  contracts, 
they  would  have  made  their  report  more 
satisfactory  to  themselves  and  to  the 
House.  They  were  thus  necessarily  com- 
pelled to  leave  the  details  in  the  hands  of 
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tbe  Ezecutire.  The  persons  who  came  hc- 
fore  all  such  Committees  were  invariably 
the  officials  who  were  desirous  of  get- 
ting the  full  amount  of  their  estimates. 
The  details  were  thus  thrown  upon  the 
Treasury,  which  was  overwhelmed  with 
work,  and  unable  to  devote  the  necessary 
attention  to  them.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  admitted  that  evening,  that  for 
the  last  two  years  the  Treasury  had  been 
absolutely  broken  down  with  business  that 
poured  upon  it  from  Ireland.  Another 
great  evil  was  the  absence  of  any  central 
accountancy.  There  were  no  books  exist- 
ing to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer could  refer,  in  which  he  would  find 
the  whole  receipts  and  expenditure  of  his 
department  set  forth,  as  a  banker  or  mer- 
chant would  have  for  his  private  business. 
Parliament  ought  to  have  before  it  the 
whole  receipts  of  the  year  in  every  de- 
partment, including  the  expenses  of  col- 
lection and  the  amount  of  fees  received  in 
the  courts  of  law  and  elsewhere.  Such  a 
system  ought  to  be  introduced,  and  it 
should  be  a  rule  that  none  of  the  receipts 
could  be  applied  to  any  purpose  whatever 
without  the  previous  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment being  obtained.  While  making  these 
remarks,  he  begged  to  say  that  he  should 
be  unworthy  of  a  seat  in  that  House,  un- 
less he  bore  testimony  to  the  great  kind- 
ness and  attention  shown  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
throughout  the  inquiry,  and  to  the  willing- 
ness with  which  ho  had  listened  to  every 
suggestion  that  had  been  thrown  out  by 
the  other  Members.  But  still  there  was 
no  denying  but  that  the  report,  as  re- 
garded its  practical  results,  was  most  un- 
satisfactory. It  was  so,  however,  not  from 
any  fault  of  the  Committee,  or  from  any 
failure  or  inattention  on  the  part  of  the 
Chairman,  but  from  the  impossibility  of 
going  into  the  details.  On  some  of  the 
subjects  that  had  been  referred  to  thtfm, 
separate  Committees  had  been  appointed; 
and  on  others,  more  especially  on  the 
whole  question  of  the  Exchequer,  he  hoped 
that  a  full  investigation  would  be  insti- 
tuted. However  unsatisfactory  the  report 
of  the  present  Committee  might  be,  there 
were,  at  all  events,  some  important  im- 
provements suggested  in  it  which  he  hoped 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  did  not  think 
that  it  would  be  a  convenient  course,  with 
respect  to  the  miscellaneous  estimates,  to 
follow  the  example  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Admiralty,  as  regarded 
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the  Navy  Estimates,  as  the  former  involv- 
ed so  much  matter  of  detail,  so  that  it 
would  be  better  to  give  every  explanation 
that  might  be  required  upon  each  particu- 
lar item.  It  was  very  proper,  however, 
with  regard  to  the  Admiralty,  as  the  ex- 
penditure in  that  department  afi'ected  a 
great  branch  of  the  public  seiTice.  If, 
however,  they  attempted  to  go  through  an 
introductory  explanation  of  the  various 
items  of  the  miscellaneous  estimates,  it 
would  involve  considerable  delay,  as  the 
heads  of  several  departments,  as  well  as 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the 
Treasury,  would  have  to  enter  into  expla- 
nations. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  com- 
plained that  a  number  of  votes  was  placed 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund  which  ought  to 
have  been  inserted  in  the  estimates.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  already  stated  that  during 
the  vacation  he  would  consider  the  votes 
which  should  be  placed  on  the  estimates, 
and  the  charges  which  should  remain  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  He  thought  that 
it  would  be  unadvisable  that  they  should  at 
present  do  moro  than  proceed  to  consider 
the  different  items  in  the  estimates,  instead 
of  calling  for  general  explanations  from 
each  department.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  each  vote  should  be  more 
fully  considered;  but  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  with  the  number  of  Bills  which 
they  had  before  them,  as  well  as  other 
business  which  hon.  Members  brought  for- 
ward, he  did  not  conceive  that  there  would 
be  time  to  carry  any  measure  if  in  every 
instance  they  were  to  stop  for  considera- 
tion. With  respect  to  salaries,  in  1831  a 
Committee  sat  on  this  subject,  and  he 
thought  that  they  had  settled  the  matter 
in  a  satisfactory  manner. 

Mr.  BANKES  said,  that  the  House 
was  not  to  blame  that  there  was  a  delay 
in  voting  the  estimates,  for  the  Goverr^ 
ment  had  taken  their  own  course  as  to  the 
time  of  bringing  them  forward.  He  should 
dismiss  all  complaints  as  to  the  delay 
created  by  objections,  as  if  the  estimates 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  month  of 
February  instead  of  the  month  of  August. 
Among  other  charges,  he  found  one  for 
the  Pavilion  at  Brighton;  but  every  one 
knew  that  it  was  no  longer  in  a  condition 
for  the  residence  of  the  Royal  Family;  and 
certainly,  from  what  passed  some  time  ago 
they  ought  to  have  reason  to  believe  that 
that  property  would  be  made  a  matter  of 
revenue  instead  of  expense.  Then,  again, 
the  charge  for  providing  temporary  accom- 
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modation  for  the  Houses  of  Parliament  ap- 
peared to  be  most  enormous.  He  found 
that  one  of  the  charges  was  "  for  the  pro- 
bable expense  that  will  be  incurred  for 
taking  up  haircloth,  mats,  &c,,  and  clean- 
ing dirt  from  under  the  House,  which  will 
be  required  from  time  to  time  to  make 
good  what  is  worn  out,  1,150{.;*'  and  this, 
with  the  hire  of  chandeliers  for  the  tempo- 
rary residence  of  the  Speaker,  amounted 
to  1,410^.  Then,  again,  the  Government 
were  taking  into  their  occupation  large 
houses  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament.  Such  was  the  case  with 
Gwydyr  House,  and  several  other  man- 
sions formerly  occupied  by  noblemen.  No 
adequate  advantage  to  the  public  was  de- 
rived from  the  occupation  of  such  places. 
The  whole  matter  involved  a  series  of  ex- 
penditure which  might  be  checked  without 
the  slightest  injury  to  the  public  service. 

Viscount  MORPETH  agreed  in  the 
report  of  the  Select  Committee,  that  all 
the  particular  buildings  which  were  the 
subject  of  this  vote  should  be  enumerated, 
and  that  they  should  put  down  the  specific 
sum  allotted  to  each  of  the  Royal  Palaces, 
so  that  the  House  might  know  what  sums 
were  expended  for  the  comfort  and  accom- 
modation of  Her  Majesty,  and  what  for 
the  innocent  recreation  and  enjoyment  of 
Her  subjects  in  those  places  which  were 
thrown  open  to  the  public.  With  respect 
to  the  Pavilion  at  Brighton,  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  expend  upon  that  building  any 
more  than  was  necessary  to  keep  it  tight, 
and  to  keep  the  rain  out.  It  was  now 
cleared  of  all  its  furniture,  and  the  Office 
of  Woods  and  Forests  had  called  for  and 
obtained  a  report  upon  the  best  mode  of 
disposing  of  the  site.  It  appeared  that 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  giving  a  pro- 
per title,  which  might  render  the  interven- 
tion of  Parliament  necessary.  An  under- 
taking was  on  foot  to  repair  the  very  in- 
teresting and  beautiful  ruin  of  Lancrcost 
Abbey,  in  Cumberland,  with  a  view  of  pre- 
serving from  ultimate  ruin  and  decay  this, 
among  other  interesting  specimens  of  an- 
tiquity in  the  possession  of  the  Crown.  A 
small  sum  was  therefore  voted  in  aid  for 
the  repair  of  Lanercost  Abbey;  and  it  was 
intended,  also,  to  vote  a  small  sum  for 
Carisbrooko  Castle  and  Caernarvon  Castle. 
With  reference  to  the  number  of  buildings 
engaged  fer  the  accommodation  of  the  dif- 
ferent offices  and  commissions,  for  which 
rent  was  paid,  it  did  amount  to  a  great 
sum,  because  the  increasing  business  of 
the  country  required  an  additional  number 


of  buildings  devoted  to  these  purpotes.  It 
was  thought  necessary  that  thete  offioM 
and  houses  should  be  in  the  Ticiliitj  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament;  and  the  hoOBM 
in  that  neighbourhood,  as  they  all  kneiTy 
fetched  a  much  greater  rent  than  in  the 
remoter  parts  of  the  town.  A  large  stun 
was  annually  demanded  for  the  expenaet 
of  these  offices  and  commissioDS,  and  he 
sometimes  felt  that  the  vacant  spaee  of 
ground  near  the  Foreign  Office  would 
be  well  devoted  to  an  edifice  capable  of 
accommodating  in  a  simple  and  snbeteii- 
tial  manner  these  various  offices  end  ootn- 
missions.  In  the  present  state  of  the 
finances,  however,  it  would  not  perhaps  be  ' 
advisable  to  incur  the  expense  of  such  » 
building  ndw,  whatever  the  ultimate  saTiDg 
of  such  an  edifice  would  be.  It  was  not, 
therefore,  thought  right  to  propose  a  large 
sum  for  any  building  not  absolutely  requr- 
ed;  and  it  was  considered  better  for  the 
present  to  go  on  paying  rent  for  the  honsee 
required  for  offices  and  commissions. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  thought  it  very  de- 
sirable that  the  large  and  at  present  un- 
sightly area  on  the  south  side  of  Downing- 
street  should  be  appropriated  for  fhe  erec- 
tion of  a  plain,  solid,  substantial  bailding; 
for  all  the  commissions  appointed,  so  that 
it  should  not  be  necessary  to  have  reooarse 
to  the  occupation  of  houses  in  George- 
street,  or  elsewhere,  for  them.  There 
ought  also  to  be  a  building  more  worthy 
of  the  important  business  transacted  in  the 
Foreign  and  Colonial  Offices;  it  was  to  be 
hoped  it  was  not  generally  known  that  the 
Foreign  Office  of  England  consisted  of  five 
separate  private  dwelling-houses,  in  such  a 
ruinous  state  that  the  documents  of  the 
department  had  to  be  removed  a  floor  lower 
because  the  weight  of  them  would  hasard 
the  stability  of  the  building. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Other  votes  agreed  to.  House  resumed. 
Committee  to  sit  again. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  August  14,  1848. 

MiifUTRS.J    Public  Bills.— l»FUh«riet  (Ireland) i  Turn* 

pike    Acti   Continuance;    Poor    Law    Union   DiatrM 

Schools;    Money  Order  Department  (Poat  Office);  Bo> 

rough  Incorporation. 
2*  Parliamentary  Electon ;  Proclamations  on  Fines  (Court 

of  Common  Pleas) ;  Churches ;  TumpUie  Roads  (Ii»- 

land);  Constabulary  Force  (Ireland). 
Reported. — Unlawful  Oaths  Acts  (Ireland)  (Contlnoaaee 

and  Amendment);    ReproducUve  Loan  Fund  iBsUttttilMi 

(Ireland) ;  Militia  Ballots  Suspension. 
3* and  passed:— Bankrupts'  Release;  EoelesiaBtioalJurit* 

diction;  Loan  Sodetics ;  Highway  Ratok 
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system  of  which  this  present  Bill  seems  to 
form  so  appropriate  a  part,  without,  how- 
ever, I  hope,  the  necessity  for  the  nohle 
EarFs  (the  Earl  of  Glengall's)  Amendmeii|» 
seeing  that  the  Repeal  Association  may  be 
considered  as  virtually  extinct,  and  not 
likely  to  be  revived — concurring,  then,  in 
the  necessity  of  repression  when  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was 
proposed,  still,  whilst  we  were  fulminating 
our  anathemas,  and  very  justly  so,  against 
the  treason  and  the  traitor,  yet  I  felt  that 
we  were  bound  to  exhibit  at  least  an  equal 
degree  of  alacrity  in  searching  out  the 
causes  of  that  awful  mischief  with  which 
we  were  about  to  grapple,  and  with  which 
we  have  still  to  grapple — ^for  though  the 
rebellion  be  subdued,  the  disaffection  and 
excitement  remains — and  at  the  same  time 
to  begin  to  apply  a  sound  and  permanent 
remedy  to  the  evil ;  for,  my  Lords,  I  will 
not  believe  that  these  things  can  exist 
without  a  cause,  or  that  that  cause  is  be- 
yond the  reach  of  legislation.  My  Lords, 
if  others  have  the  power  to  hurt,  we  have 
the  power  to  heal;  or  we  are  worthless. 
When  one  comes,  then^  to  consider  why  it 
is  that  these  unusual  and  restrictive  mea- 
sures are  for  ever  necessary  in  Ireland, 
one  cannot  but  attribute  it  to  that  same 
pervading  and  perpetual  cause  of  all  the 
miseries  of  that  afflicted  country — to  that 
very  cause  itself — namely,  that  in  Ireland 
there  ever  has  been,  and  still  is,  a  govern- 
ment of  force  instead  of  a  government  of 
opinion.  Such,  my  Lords,  was  the  deli- 
berate opinion  of  the  present  Prime  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown,  and  solemnly  delivered 
as  such,  on  the  13th  of  February  1844. 
Can  any  one  in  his  senses  form  any  other 
judgment  now?  We  have  now  precisely 
— almost  precisely — the  same  state  of 
things  as  we  had  then;  can  any  one  won- 
der we  have  the  same  results  ?  Yes,  my 
Lords,  Ireland  is  still  occupied,  not  go- 
verned. Nay,  since  that  period,  the  num- 
ber of  Coercion  Bills  has  been  graduallj 
increased,  the  number  of  troops  has  been 
greatly  augmented,  the  law  has  all  along 
been  still  more  frequently  enforced  at  the 
point  of  the  bayonet,  tUl  now,  the  whole 
country  is  a  garrison,  the  last  remnant  of 
her  liberties  has  been  struck  down,  and 
that  terrible  outbreak  which  was  then  only 
foreshadowed  in  the  distance,  has  actually 
come  to  pass;  that  is,  terrible  it  would 
have  been  had  it  not  prematurely  exploded, 
and  been  crushed  in  the  outset.  Her  mu- 
nicipal rights,  her  elective  franchise,  her 
Parliam^tary  representatioDi  thai  baAirfal 
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tUyal  Asient, — Rum  Duties;  Anignment  of  EocltiiasticftI 
DIstricti ;  Land  Tax  Comminionen'  Names ;  West 
India  Islands  Relief;  Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1) ; 
AdmiaisCntioo  of  Justice  (No.  S);  Protection  of  Justices 
ftom  Vexatious  Actions;  Administration  of  Criminal 
Justice;  Canada  Union  Act  Amendment;  Joint  Stodc 
Companies;  Salmon  Breed  Preservation;  Paymaster's 
Qflcet  Consolidation;  Prisons ;  Sale  of  Beer  Regulation; 
Nayal  Medical  Supplemental  Fund  Society;  Windsor 
Castle  and  Town  Approaches  Improvement;  Regent's 
Quadrant  Colonnade;  Exchange  of  Advowsons  in  the 
CounUea  of  Warwick  and  SUflbrd ;  Exchange  of  Eccle- 
siastical  Patronage  between  Her  Mi^esty  and  the  Earl  of 
Leicester;  PubUc  Wor|u  (Ireland)  (No.  S);  Evicted 
Destitute  Poor  (Ireland) ;  Ecclesiastical  Unions  and  Dl- 
iMoOi  of  Parishas  (Ireland);  Incumbered  EsUtes  (Ire- 
land);  Juvenile  Oifonders  (Ireland);  Law  of  Entail 
(Scotland) ;  Highland  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland). 

PiTiTtoivs  PkxsBNTBD.  From  the  County  of  Mayo,  and 
Derry  and  Raphoe,  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Poor 
L#w,  Ireland.— From  Meath  and  Westmeath,  fbr  a  Re- 
vision and  New  Arrangement  of  Electoral  Divisions, 
Ireland. — From  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocese  of  Armagh, 
that  no  Relaxation  shall  take  plaee  in  the  Law  of  Mar- 
riage with  reference  to  Degrees  of  Kindred. —From  Pro- 
testant Inhabitants  of  Ardagh,  against  the  Present  System 
of  National  Education,  Ireland.— From  Parochial  Autho- 
rities of  various  Metropolitan  Parishes,  for  the  Preven- 
tion of  Sunday  Trading.— From  Drogheda  and  Bettys- 
town,  complaining  of  the  Closing  of  the  Railway  Station, 
and  praying  for  Relief. 

UNLAWFUL  OATHS  ACT  (IRELAND)  CON- 
TINUANCE AND  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
On  the  Motion  that  the  House  be  put 
in  Committee, 

The  Earl  of  SHREWSBURY:  My 
Lords,  as  the  observations  I  have  to  make 
in  accordance  with  the  notice  which  I  gave, 
apply  most  particularly  to  the  principle  of 
this  Bill,  and  to  the  circumstances  which 
it  regards,  I  trust  your  Lordships  will  now 
bear  with  me  for  a  few  moments  whilst  I 
Tery  briefly  state  my  impressions  on  the 
past  and  present  policy  towards  Ireland. 
No  one  will  rejoice  more  than  I  shall,  if, 
in  some  respects,  those  impressions  may 
be  shown  to  be  erroneous. 

In  the  first  place,  my  Lords,  allow  me 
to  add  my  tribute  of  respect  and  admira- 
tion for  the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
throughout  the  whole  course  of  his  arduous 
administration — a  conduct,  I  think,  the 
best  that  could  have  been  pursued,  since  it 
was  a  course  of  beneficence,  peace,  and 
conciliation,  deserving  of  a  very  different 
reward.  My  Lords,  if  ever  a  doubt  crossed 
my  mind  upon  the  subject,  certainly  it  was 
not  as  to  the  just  and  liberal  views  and 
kindly  disposition  of  Lord  Clarendon — 
quite  the  contrary;  it  was  whether  his  for- 
bearance were  not  excessive,  and  whether 
those  same  measures  of  repression  which 
were  at  length  resorted  to  might  not  have 
been  still  more  advantageously  employed 
at  a  still  earlier  period.  Concurring,  then, 
as  I  did,  in  the  necessity  of  a  system  of 
immediate  and  determined  repression— a 
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competition  for  land  on  the  part  of  the 
poor,  that  temptation  to  and  facility  for 
eviction  on  the  part  of  the  landlord — those 
prolific  sources  of  crime  and  misery — that 
enormous  amount  of  waste  and  unprofitable 
land  within  reach  of  an  idle,  teeming,  and 
famishing  population — ^the  state  of  her 
grand  jury  laws,  by  which  much,  of  that 
evil  might  be  remedied — the  comparatively 
neglected  condition  of  mines  and  fisheries 
— in  fine,  every  grievance,  both  social  and 
political,  remains  almost  precisely  where 
it  was.  We  have  had,  too,  the  same 
system  of  Government  prosecutions,  quite 
necessary  under  the  circumstances.  I  am 
not  complaining  of  it,  I  only  state  it  as  a 
fact;  but  we  have  had  the  same  system  of 
Government  prosecutions  backed  by  the 
same  system  of  jury  packing,  quite  ne- 
cessary also,  if  a  conviction  were  to  be 
expected,  and  as  is  again  proved  by  the 
news  of  this  very  morning.  Neither  do  1 
complain  of  that;  but  of  this  I  do  com- 
plain, that  upon  all  these  questions  the 
feelings,  and  desires,  and  interests,  and 
opinions  of  the  people,  have  produced  no 
effect ;  but  one  and  all  they  remain  almost 
precisely  where  they  were  when  they  were 
brought  forward  by  the  present  Premier 
and  his  Colleagues,  as  so  many  proofs  that 
in  Ireland  there  was  only  a  government  of 
force;  from  which  no  good  could  come,  in- 
stead of  a  government  of  opinion,  from 
which  all  might  bo  expected. 

The  only  change  —  the  only  material 
change — that  has  taken  place,  has  been  by 
the  passing  of  the  new  poor-law.  That, 
my  Lords,  was  a  well-intentioned  and  be- 
neficent measure,  as  were  all  the  tempo- 
rary measures  which  accompanied  it,  which 
did  infinite  credit  to  the  Government  and 
the  Parliament,  and  merited  a  much  better 
return.  But  the  law  itself,  I  think,  in 
many  cases  inflicts  a  cruel  injustice  on  the 
landlords,  and  a  still  more  cruel  injustice 
on  the  poor.  In  many  cases,  the  poor- 
rates  absorb,  or  very  nearly  absorb,  the 
whole  of  the  rental :  can  it  then  be  just 
thus  to  confiscate  any  man's  property  for 
the  fulfilment  of  an  obligation  which,  under 
the  circumstances — and  I  do  not  stand 
singly  in  this  opinion — ought,  I  think,  to 
fall  on  the  community  in  general  ?  for  the 
consequence  of  the  present  state  of  things 
is,  that  war  is  made  upon  the  poor;  for 
either  the  landlord  must  be  ruined,  or  the 
poor  must  be  exterminated. 

But,  singular  inconsistency  in  a  law 
which  professes  to  be  an  assimilation  to 
the  law  of  England ! — the  poor  of  Ireland 


are  by  law  debarred  from  the  enjoyment 
of  the  right  which  is  undoubtedly  by  law 
conferred  upon  the  poor  of  England — ^the 
right  to  subsistence.  And  it  is  notorious 
that  very  many  of  the  poor  of  Ireland  have 
perished  miserably  of  absolute  want;  that 
they  still  continue  so  to  perish,  and  with 
another  potato  famine  staring  them  in  the 
face.  Many  too  have  perished,  and  still 
continue  to  perish,  by  slow  degrees,  from 
insufficiency  of  food.  Why,  my  Lords,  one 
of  the  poor  creatures  killed  the  other  day, 
near  Ballingarry,  was  an  ablebodied '  man, 
hired  to  break  stones  along  the  roadside 
for  only  one  pound  of  meal  per  day  for 
himself  and  his  wife !  No  wonder,  then, 
that  he  was  so  readily  turned  into  a  irebeL 
But  most  of  all  do  they  seem  to  have 
perished  who  were  so  barbarously  and  in- 
humanly evicted— evicted  under  sanction 
of  the  law,  and  often  at  the  point  of  the 
bayonet,  and  driven  helpless  on  a  world  in 
which  they  had  no  legal  right  to  relief,  and 
in  which  no  preparation  had  been  made  to 
receive  them  in  their  distress !  My  Lords, 
it  is  in  this  state  of  things,  and  not  in  the 
preaching  and  teaching  of  sedition,  tiiat 
the  danger  lies;  because  justice  has  not 
been  done ;  because  those  remedial  mea- 
sures recommended  by  some  twenty  differ* 
ent  Parliamentary  Committees,  and  Royal 
Commissions;  recommended  by  every  sta- 
tistical and  political  writer  for  the  last  fiftj 
years;  many  of  them  solicited,  and  still 
solicited  by  almost  every  grand  jury  in 
Ireland — measures  so  strenuously  msisted 
on  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  on  the  13th  of  February, 
1844;  so  earnestly  re-insisted  upon  on  the 
15th  of  June,  1846;  and  promised — ^manj 
of  them  promised — on  the  16th  of  July  ot 
the  same  year;  because  these  rem^al 
measures  have  never  yet  been  carried  into 
execution,  therefore  the  discontent,  there- 
fore the  agitation,  therefore  the  rebellion : 
because  of  the  agitation  want  of  confi- 
dence, want  of  capital,  want  of  employ- 
ment. In  fine,  the  whole  question  resolves 
itself  into  this,  and  for  this  also  I  have  the 
authority  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  that  up  to  this  very  day  the  pro- 
mises and  conditions  of  the  Union  have 
never  yet  been  fulfilled,  but  there  still  is  in 
Ireland  a  Government  of  force  instead  of  a 
Government  of  opinion.  Hence  the  dis- 
affection, hence  the  rebellion. 

But,  my  Lords,  there  is  still  another 
and  a  master  grievance  behind,  and  for 
this  too  I  have  the  authority  of  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government — and 
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more  especially,  indeed,  of  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies — a  griev- 
ance incomparably  greater  than  the  rest, 
yet  far  more  difficult,  for  me  at  least,  to 
approach  even  in  argument. 

For,  my  Lords,  I  well  remember  when  a 
noble  Friend  of  mine,  not  now  in  his  place, 
a  Catholic  Member  of  this  House,  now 
holding  an  honourable  situation  in  Her 
Majesty's  household  —  I  well  remember 
when  that  noble  Lord  ventured  to  express 
it  as  his  opinion,  that  for  the  peace  and 
security  of  the  empire  there  should  be  a 
redistribution  of  the  property  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland.  I  well  remember 
with  what  vehemence  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Brougham),  whom  I  have 
not  now  the  pleasure  of  seeing  in  his  place 
' — though  sitting  on  the  same  side  of  the 
House  as  my  noble  Friend,  and,  as  I  would 
fain  believe,  holding  the  same  opinions 
with  him  —  I  well  remember  with  what 
vehemence  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  fell 
upon  my  noble  Friend,  and  taunted  him 
with  the  oath  he  had  taken  at  your  Lord- 
ships' table.  My  Lords,  I  am  quite  will- 
ing to  admit  that  they  who  impose  the 
oath  have  a  right  to  its  interpretation;  but 
till  that  interpretation  be  formally  defined 
in  a  contrary  sense,  I  contend  that  we 
have  a  right  to  the  largest  interpretation 
it  will  bear — an  interpretation  fully  recog- 
nised by  the  Lower  House — to  that  in 
which  we  take  it,  namely  that  it  nowise 
disqualifies  us  from  any  act  or  opinion 
which  any  one  of  your  Lordships  has  a 
right  to  do  or  to  hold  as  a  member  of  the 
Legislature.  Still,  to  enable  us  folly  and 
freely  ^  discuss  that  most  vital  of  all 
questions,  the  Irish  Church,  without  let  or 
hindrance,  my  opinion  is  that  the  oath 
should  either  be  altered  or  abrogated;  so 
that  no  one's  religious  professions  should, 
by  any  possibility,  prove  a  disqualification 
to  the  full  and  free  expression  of  his  senti- 
ments. 

Whilst  I  am  on  this  point,  allow  me,  my 
Lords,  one  word  more;  for  there  are  others 
also  interested  in  this  matter;  and,  if  re- 
port speak  truly,  we  are  at  this  moment 
deprived  of  the  presence  of  at  least  one 
Irish  Peer  in  consequence,  therefore  is  it 
especially  applicable  to  this  present  case. 
My  Lords,  there  is  a  portion  of  the  Pro- 
testant oath  to  which  Protestants  object, 
and  which,  I  think,  ought  to  be  expunged. 
It  is  also  objectionable  to  Catholics.  The 
noble  Lord  below  me  swears  that  the  Pope 
neither  hath  nor  ought  to  have  spiritual 
jurisdiction  within  these  realms.    Now,  my 


Lords,  I  am  quite  willing  to  swear  pre- 
cisely the  contrary;  I  am  quite  willing  to 
swear  the  affirmative  of  the  noble  Lord's 
negative;  I  am  quite  willing  to  swear  ^ 
not  only  as  an  article  of  faith,  but  as  a 
matter  of  fact — as  a  great,  palpable,  and 
notorious  fact.  Can  any  thing,  then,  be 
more  preposterous  than  to  make  such  a  test 
as  this  the  qualification  for  the  exercise  of 
the  same  functions  ? 

My  Lords,  so  far  from  considering  these 
religious  differences  and  distinctions  as  a 
benefit  either  civil  or  religious,  every  day's 
experience  convinces  me  more  and  more  of 
the  fallacy  of  that  notion.  My  Lords, 
religion  and  liberty,  in  the  words  of  a  very 
celebrated  political  character  of  the  day, 
are  sisters  who  ought  to  live  well  and  hap- 
pily together,  leaning  on  each  other  for 
support.  Yes,  my  Lords,  these  religious 
differences  and  distinctions,  and  inequa- 
lities, are  the  bane  and  curse  of  this  em- 
pire ;  they  are  the  primary  cause  of  all  the 
miseries  and  of  all  the  misgovemment  of 
Ireland,  and  the  sooner  we  get  rid  of  them 
the  better. 

To  take  but  one,  but  a  very  remarkable 
and  a  very  apt  illustration — an  illustration 
of  a  state  of  things  which,  if  it  had  not , 
existed,  there  had  been  no  occasion  for  the 
suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act — I 
allude  to  the  trial  of  Mr.  Meagher.  My 
Lords,  on  the  jury  which  tried  Mr.  Meagher 
there  was  but  one  Catholic;  but  because  he 
was  a  member  of  a  religion  which  for  cen- 
turies had  been  persecuted  with  fire  and 
sword,  and  which  was  still  degraded  and 
insulted,  oppressed  and  tormented,  that 
one  individual  rendered  your  law  a  nullity; 
he  set  the  whole  power  of  the  Government 
at  defiance,  and  impeded  the  whole  course 
of  your  administrative  policy  in  Ireland. 
To  prevent  a  similar  result  in  the  case  of 
Mitchel,  you  were  compelled  to  exclude 
every  Catholic  from  the  panel,  so  that  his 
conviction  instead  of  good  only  produced 
evil ;  it  only  earned  an  additional  meed  of 
odium  to  the  (government,  and  of  hatred  to 
the  antagonistic  and  ascendant  Church. 
My  Lords,  you  may  occupy,  but  you  can- 
not govern,  a  country  upon  such  a  system. 

My  Lords,  I  verily  believe  there  is  no- 
thing which  has  so  provoked  the  cry  for 
repeal  in  Ireland,  and  so  militated  against 
the  social  improvement  of  that  country,  as 
the  continued  refusal  to  reduce  that  Church 
within  her  fair  and  legitimate  proportions. 
My  Lords,  I  have  no  hostility  to  the  Estab- 
lishment as  such — none  whatever;  but  I 
am  bound  to  regard  it  as  a  matter  of  jus- 
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tice  and  policy:  yet  even  in  that  point  of 
Tiew,  I  am  sure  its  destruction  is  by  no 
means  to  be  desired;  its  reconstruction 
would  be  a  benefit  to  itself  and  others. 
Nor  can  I  see  any  other  means — any  legi- 
timate means  —  by  which  this  question 
ean  be  settled;  for,  there  being  property 
enough  for  both,  it  would  be  manifestly 
unjust  to  levy  a  tax  for  the  purpose  on 
England,  Scotland,  or  even  Ireland. 

The  noble  Earl's  proposition — the  noble 
Earl's  opposite,  who  some  ten  days  since 
made  some  very  pertinent  and  excellent 
remarks  on  this  subject — the  noble  Earl's 
(Earl  of  EUenborough)  proposition  would 
certainly  form  a  very  desirable  accessory. 
Four  millions  and  a  half  devoted  to  glebes 
would  be  a  very  nice  arrangement,  and  some 
small  compensation  for  past  delinquencies. 
The  plan,  too,  has  the  merit,  I  think,  of 
being  very  feasible,  and  probably  the  only 
method  of  recovering  the  amount.  For, 
the  money  being  already  settled  upon  the 
land,  the  value  might  be  taken  in  kind, 
and  thus  prevent  all  further  trouble  and 
dispute.  At  all  events,  somehow  or  other, 
this  question  must  be  settled;  for,  in  re- 
spect to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  emanci- 
pation, without  the  settlement  of  the  Church 
question,  was  only  toleration,  and  a  toler- 
ation which  does  not  satisfy  is  of  little 
worth. 

Having  said  thus  much,  I  will  only 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  a  very  few 
concluding  observations.  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  accuse  the  Government  of  a  breach  of 
faith — I  accuse  them  of  a  want  of  courage; 
I  accuse  them  of  a  want  of  confidence  in 
their  own  views.  If  those  views  were 
sound,  as  they  must  have  believed  them 
to  be,  they  should  long  since  have  been 
reduced  to  practice.  If  they  were  sound 
in  1844,  they  were  still  sounder  in  1848. 
If  the  late  Government  justly  deserved  re- 
proach at  their  hands  for  having  so  long 
neglected  to  carry  those  views  into  execu- 
tion, surely  that  same  reproach  must  attach 
still  more  strongly  to  themselves;  for  they, 
at  least,  have  ever  been  their  most  strenu- 
ous advocates.  My  Lords,  I  am  sure  it  is 
their  duty  to  make  the  attempt  even  at 
the  risk  of  failing;  for,  if  they  failed  now 
in  attempting  that  which  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  peace  and  security  and 
prosperity  of  the  empire,  other  means 
would  very  speedily  be  given  them  for  the 
accomplishment  of  that  great  necessity. 
Of  that  necessity  neither  they  nor  any  man 
can  doubt — it  is  a  necessity  once  more 
written  in  characters  of  blood,  and  with 


Act  {Ir$l<mJI) 


108 


the  victims  of  ovr  misgovemment  erying 
to  heaven  for  vengeance.  If  failure  it  was 
to  be,  that  failure  would  impart  fresh  life 
and  vigour  to  the  resuscitated  spirit  alt 
Parliamentary  reform,  and  a  truer  repre- 
sentation of  the  desires,  and  feelings,  and 
opinions  of  the  people  would  come  forth  to 
carry  them  on  to  a  triumphant  issue.  But 
the  course  now  pursued  only  drives  liber^ 
into  licentiousness,  and  hope  into  despair; 
and  if  we  are  to  credit  statements  said  to 
have  been  made  in  another  place,  that 
same  course  is  to  be  pursued  still;  that  it» 
bit  by  bit  ameliorations,  far  too  tardy  ia 
their  operation,  and  none  of  them  of  sufiU 
cient  efficacy  for  the  case. 

My  Lords,  no  doubt  there  hare  beoa 
faults,  and  very  great  faults,   upon  the 
other  side  too.     Had  the  Irish,  more  par- 
ticularly the  clergy — of  course  I  speak  onlj^ 
of  those  who  had  joined  the  repeal  move- 
ment, for  there  were  always  many,  greet» 
and  honourable  exceptions,  and  even  many 
honourable    exceptions    amongst  the  re- 
pealers themselves — ^had  they  known  when 
to  desist;   had  they  striven   against  the 
evil  principle  in  its  germ,  as  they  have  now 
striven  against  it  in  its  maturity;  had  ihej 
abandoned  that  wretched  system  of  poU- 
tical  agitation,  and  had  confined  them- 
selves to  safe  and  wholesome  methods  of 
seeking  the  social    improvement  of  the 
country,  it  seems  moraUy  impossible  thej 
should  not  have  attained  it.     But  a  moral 
force  agitation  for  repeal  was  a  solecism  in 
politics;  it  was  a  contradiction  in  termi; 
for  repeal  was  a  question  which  never  oonld 
enlist  the  sympathies  of  those  on  whom 
that  agitation  was  to  take  effect.     It  was 
sure  to  result  in  physical  force— to  delude 
the  people,  to  excite  the  worst  passions  of 
the  multitude,  and  to   arouse  the  wont 
principles  that  ever  were  propounded.     Of 
this,  my  Lords,  I  ever  felt  sure  and  cer- 
tain, nor  did  I  ever  shrink  from  the  open 
avowal   of  my  opinions;    but  hence  the 
danger  and  the  misery  of  so  long  delaying 
those  remedial  measures  for  want  of  which 
that  agitation  was  maintained.     For  their 
want  of  sense  and  prudence  was  no  excuse 
for  our  folly  and  injustice;  and  surely  the 
greater  the  evils  arising  from  past  mis- 
government,  the  greater  the  obligation  of 
applying  a  remedy  now;  but  that  remedy 
cannot  be — it  is  impossible  it  can  be — it  is 
not  in  the  nature  of  things  that  it  can  be — 
in  mere  coercion  and  restraint,  in  the  con- 
tinuance of  a  government  of  force,  instead 
of  the  establishment  of  a  government  of 
opinion. 
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Mj  Lords,  it  is  painful  to  me  to  speak 
tbus;  but  feeling  so  strongly  as  I  do  upon 
these  questions — feeling  as  an  Irish  Peer, 
as  one  intimately  connected  with  that  coun- 
try both  by  descent  and  alliance,  though 
not  possessing  any  landed  property  there 
*— feeling  as  a  Catholic,  and  also  as  an 
Englishman;  for,  if  rightly  understood, 
this  is  to  the  full  as  much  an  English  as 
an  Irish  question — feeling  all  this,  I  could 
sot  rest  satisfied  that  I  was  doing  my  duty 
without  thus  publicly  protesting  against 
the  continuance  of  a  system  of  government 
which  has  made  Ireland  our  weakness  in- 
stead of  our  strength — an  outrage  upon 
humanity,  and  a  scandal  to  the  world. 

I  have  now  only  to  express  the  most 
fervent  hope  that  we  shall  hear  from  the 
Government  some  consolatory  announce- 
ment. 

Tbe  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB :  AL 
though,  my  Lords,  my  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  has  not 
opposed  your  Lordships'  going  into  Com- 
mittee upon  this  Bill,  or  intimated  his  in- 
tention of  oiferinff  opposition  to  any  part 
of  it,  he  has  made  some  observations  con- 
nected with  the  general  state  of  Ireland 
which  require  that  I  should  offer  some  ge- 
neral remarks.  In  the  outset,  I  must  state 
to  my  noble  Friend  that  I  protest  against 
this  Bill  not  being  considered  in  the  strict- 
est as  well  as  in  the  largest  sense  a  reme- 
dial measure.  I  think  I  could  prove  to 
your  Lordships,  if  I  were  to  follow  my 
noble  Friend  into  detail,  that  as  to  every 
one  of  those  measures  to  which  he  has 
called  the  attention  of  this  House,  and 
which  he  implored  your  Lordships  to  pass 
without  delay  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland, 
that  I  have  a  right  to  turn  round  upon  my 
noble  Friend,  and  say,  that  the  delay 
driginates  in  Ireland,  and  not  in  this 
House.  My  noble  Friend  has  adverted  to 
particular  remedies,  not  as  remedies  to 
whtoh  this  or  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment hiftve  been  inattentive ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  to  remedies  which,  being  difficult 
in  their  nature,  have  engaged  the  per^e- 
inal  attention  of  both  branches  of  the  Le- 
gislature. One  of  them,  for  instance,  was 
an  attempt  extremely  difficult  in  its  nature, 
because  it  was  an  interference  with  the 
relations  between  man  and  man,  to  alter 
relations  as  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  pronounce  here  an 
opinion  upon  a  question  not  now  before  the 
House — the  question  of  the  degree  in 
which  such  interference  is  advisable  or 
practicable  without  affecting  the  existing 


relations  of  property  ;  but,  assuming  that 
it  is  not  only  advisable  but  practicable, 
what,  I  ask,  is  the  object  of  this  Bill  ? 
It  is  to  create  inducements  to  improve- 
ment ;  to  invite  capital  to  enter  the  cona- 
try ;  to  give  not  merely  to  the  landlord, 
but  to  the  lowest  tenant,  a  confidence  that 
he  will  reap  the  fruits  of  his  industry,  and 
become,  if  that  industry  continues,  rich  in 
the  possession  of  his  improvements.  But 
how  can  that  Bill  be  carried  into  operation 
without  the  capital  which  is  introduced  into 
the  country  being  placed  under  the  protec- 
tion of  law  ?  My  noble  Friend,  referring 
to  another  question  which  is  surrounded 
with  difficulties,  and  which  has  engaged 
the  attention  of  many  able  minds,  says, 
"  Cultivate  the  waste  lands,  and  the  bogs 
of  Ireland,  which  you  have  neglected." 
Here,  again,  I  ask,  how  can  you  do  this 
without  capital?  And  how  can  capital 
come  into  the  country  without  the  protec- 
tion of  the  law  ?  Then  my  noble  Friend 
says,  **  Improve  the  franchise  and  the 
municipal  corporations.**  These  municipal 
rights  are  to  be  highly  estimated ;  but  if 
they  are  to  be  exercised  under  a  tyranny, 
of  what  value  are  they  ?  They  are  to  be 
created,  my  noble  Friend  will  recollect,  in 
a  country  where  faction  is  enabled  to  rule, 
and  to  declare  to  almost  every  individual, 
**  You  shall  not  vote  as  you  like,  but  as 
we  like.'*  They  are  functions  of  the  high- 
est value  when  duly  employed;  but  when 
abused  they  become  obstacles  to -the  at- 
tainment of  the  very  objects  which  it  is 
their  aim  to  establish.  I  need  not  tell 
your  Lordships  it  is  not  by  conferring  mere 
paper  rights  that  the  happiness  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  can  be  aidvanced.  You 
have  seen  throughout  Europe  enough  of 
paper  constitutions,  professing  to  be  found- 
ed upon  the  principles  of  individual  free- 
dom ;  but  I  will  ask  your  Lordships  what 
benefit  has,  in  many  instances,  been  de- 
rived from  them  ?  None  to  the  individuals 
composing  the  community,  none  to  that 
independence  which  is  the  greatest  blessing 
men  can  enjoy,  because  in  those  countries 
factions  were  enabled  to  deprive  the  people 
of  the  whole  benefit  of  the  constitution  so 
conferred  upon  them ;  and  while  they  hung 
out  the  flag  of  public  freedom,  they  were  in 
fact  an  organised  tyranny,  depriving  the 
people  of  the  benefit  of  tho  constitution.  I 
say,  then,  before  you  move  in  any  one  of 
those  questions,  and  to  confer  the  franchise 
on  men  who  have  hitherto  not  possessed  it, 
you  must  take  care  to  provide  that  the 
public  law  which  protects  the  due  exercise 
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of  that  franchise  shall  be  mmntained.  But 
my  noble  Fiierid  says,  **  Do  not  govern  by 
forct%,  but  by  opinion."  I  admit  you  must 
consult  opinion ;  but  I  say  no  Government 
can  be  carried  on  without  the  fear  of  the 
use  of  force,  and  that  what  there  is  of 
force  must  be  upon  the  side  of  the  Govern- 
nient*  If  there  is  a  conflict  between  the 
forces  of  Government  and  any  other,  be- 
fore you  proceed  further  you  must  deter- 
mine which  force  shali  put  down  the  other. 
I»  therefore,  agam  submit  to  my  noble 
Friend  that  this  h  a  remedial  measure,  in- 
asmuch ixa  it  removes  that  which  is  a  bar 
to  improvement,  that  which  resists  tbe  pro- 
l^ess  of  those  other  remedial  measures 
which  are  not  withdrawn,  but  which  were 
necessarily  suspended  during  the  period  of 
such  an  agitation  as  that  which  has  been 
unfortunately  allowed  to  prevaU  in  Ireland. 
I  cannot  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that 
there  has  not  been  mure  or  less  of  success 
in  proceeding  with  remedial  measures. 
They  have  certainly  encouutered  more  or 
loss  of  difficulty;  but  there  has  been  a 
disposition  in  Parliament,  above  all  in  late 
years,  to  examine  all  those  remedies,  with 
a  view  to  their  adoption,  and  to  the  cor- 
rectiou  of  evils  which  have  been  pretty 
generally  admitted  upon  all  sides  of  the 
House*  but  which,  let  me  remind  my  noble 
Friend^  are  also  admitted  to  bo  subject  to 
great  diHerences  of  opinion  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  tliey  ought  to  be  remedied.  Even 
upon  those  vary  questions  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  adverted,  I  have  seen  very 
little  of  harmony  and  uniformity  among 
the  representatives  from  Ireland,  for  when- 
ever any  of  these  measures  have  been 
brought  forward,  immediately  there  has 
been  a  ditfereuce  of  opinion  among  them. 
I  am  not  surprised  at  it,  from  the  difficul- 
ttes  that  arise  in  all  eases  where  you  come 
to  interfere  with  the  existing  relations  of 
society.  The  moment  you  propose  to  in- 
terfere with  them,  difficulties  arise,  which 
might  have  been  anticipated,  j^erhaps,  but 
which  Gentlemen  do  not  anticipate  in  the 
first  instance.  They  show  the  difficulty  of 
legislation  upon  these  subjects,  and  in 
none  more  than  in  those  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  adverted  even  among  the  re- 
presentatives from  Ireland— -differences 
which  do  not  lead  me  to  anticipate  the 
greatest  unanimity  in  a  Parliament  sitting 
in  College-green.  These,  therefore,  are 
difficulties  which  it  requires  time  to  subdue 
and  time  to  remedy,  But,  n^y  Lords,  I 
need  only  appeal  to  the  proceedings  of  your 
Lordships  and  the  other  Ilouae  under  dif- 


ferent Governments — I  may  say  during 
the  whole  of  the  last  century— to  show  that 
there  has  prevailed  one  constant,  though 
not  always  successful  endeavour  to  improve 
the  condition  of  Ireland.  Look  at  the 
measure  relative  to  the  eviction  of  tenants. 
I  need  not  remind  ray  noble  Friend  that 
within  the  last  few  weeks,  and  amidst  all 
the  existing  difficulties,  a  Bill  has  been 
passed,  after  being  altered  in  this  House 
and  in  the  other,  the  effect  of  which  will 
be  to  prevent  these  evictions  being  attend- 
ed with  those  fearful  consequences  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  alhidcd. 

>he  DiTKE  of  WELLINGTON:  The 
Bdl  received  the  Royal  Assent  to- da  v. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
And,  as  1  am  truly  reminded  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  gallant  Duke  at  the  table,  this 
Bill  received  the  Royal  Assent  this  day, 
I  need  not  remind  my  noble  Friend,  rela- 
tive to  the  improved  condition  of  property 
of  which  he  has  spoken  as  so  desirable  for 
Ireland,  that  we  have  taken  the  most  prac-* 
ticable  measures  for  promoting  it  by  pass- 
ing the  Encumbered  Estates  Bill,  which 
has  also  received  the  Royal  Assent.  I 
believe,  in  the  opinion  of  my  noble  Friend 
himself,  this  measure  Is  one  of  the  nmst 
practically  beneficial  that  could  be  pro- 
duced, without  injustice,  for  the  duo  ar- 
rangement of  property  founded  upon  legal 
bases,  and  the  introduction  of  capital  and 
improvement,  Oji  the  subject  of  Catholic 
disabilities,  I  need  not  state  to  your  Lord- 
ships how  different  is  the  state  of  the 
Catholic  in  Ireland,  now,  from  that  which 
it  was  formerly.  Have  we  not  for  a  scries 
of  years  been  eudeavouring  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in  that 
country?  My  noble  Friend  may  perhaps 
think  we  might  have  carried  our  etfbrta 
still  further.  I  may  be  disposed  to  think 
that  in  some  respects  they  might;  but  be- 
cause I  think  they  might  in  some  respects,  I 
do  not  shut  my  eyes  to  the  improvements 
which  have  been  made  in  the  condition  of 
the  Roman  CatbolicSt  to  the  condition  of 
independence  whicli  enables  them  to  parti- 
cipate in,  and  to  influence,  the  counsels  of 
this  country — a  condition  which  is  as  much 
at  variance  with  what  it  was  half  a  century 
ago,  as  the  condition  of  the  negro  slave  in 
the  West  Indies  before  emancipation,  and 
the  condition  of  an  English  freeman.  Only 
within  the  last  twcnty-four  hours  I  hap- 
pened to  meet  with  a  newspaper  of  the 
year  1773,  which  showed  to  me  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  at 
that  time  tinder  an  Irish  Parliament.     In 
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1773  the  Eoman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  not 
heing  at  that  time  ahle  to  hold  any  pro- 
perty whatever  either  in  fee-simple  or  un- 
der lease,  some  hold  and  liberal  spirits  con- 
ceived the  idea  of  enabling  them  to  hold  a 
little,  not  in  fee-simple,  but  under  lease 
only.  They  were  not,  however,  bold 
enough  to  suggest  an  unlimited  lease;  it 
must  therefore  be  for  a  limited  period,  a 
term  of  years,  and  only  be  for  fifty  acres; 
and  even  then  it  was  stated  fifty  acres  were 
too  much  in  the  neighbourhood  of  towns. 
It  was  consequently  inserted  in  the  Bill 
that  in  the  neighbourhood  of  towns  the 
Roman  Catholics  might  be  enabled,  with- 
out dangpr  to  the  constitution,  to  hold 
forty  perches  of  land.  Such  was  the  limit 
to  the  liberality  of  the  Irish  Parliament  at 
that  time  towards  the  Roman  Catholics. 
When  I  first  took  up  the  paper  I  expected 
to  have  seen  that  this,  at  least,  would  have 
been  carried.  But  no  —  Member  after 
Member,  orator  after  orator,  got  up  on 
the  point  of  the  extreme  danger  of  forty 
perches  of  land  being  held  by  Catholics 
near  towns;  and  the  result  was,  that  Bill, 
leases,  and  perches  of  land  were  thrown 
out  altogether.  Thus  it  was  thought  right 
in  Ireland  that  three-fourths  of  the  people 
should  remain  prohibited  from  holding  land 
by  lease  or  purchase.  Yet  we  are  told  we 
have  neglected  remedial  measures,  in  first 
admitting,  as  we  did,  Roman  Catholics  to 
the  benefits  of  the  social  system  of  Ireland; 
and,  finally,  under  the  auspices  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Wellington),  practically 
to  all  the  political  benefits  of  the  constitu- 
tion. But  although  these  great  steps  have 
been  taken,  I  will  not  draw  from  thence 
the  conclusion  that  nothing  remains  to  be 
done;  but  I  do  draw  the  conclusion  that, 
in  the  judgment  of  every  candid  mind,  it 
is  impossible  to  assert  that  there  has  not 
been  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment to  improve  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
Why,  we  are  actually  engaged  in  that  pro- 
cess now.  We  have  been,  in  this  very 
Session,  pursuing  that  course;  and  the 
only  main  difficulty  and  bar  that  has  arisen 
beyond  the  difficulties  arising  out  of  the 
complication  of  each  particular  case,  has 
been  the  unfortunate  disposition  to  rebel  in 
Ireland  against  all  law,  which,  till  the 
empire  of  law  be  established,  cannot  be 
otherwise  than  ruinous  to  all  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  country.  I  am,  therefore, 
confident  that  my  noble  Friend  will  not 
only  show  no  disposition  to  oppose  this 
Bill,  but  attached,  as  I  know  him  to  be  to 
the  cause  of  law  and  order,  I  submit  to  him 


that  the  best  mode  of  advancing  that  causo 
would  be  to  establish  law  and  establish 
order,  and  then  resume,  as  I  trust  we  shall, 
the  consideration  of  all  those  great  ques- 
tions which  will  engage  the  attention  of 
Parliament  as  well  as  the  Irish  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON  :  I  hare 
been  anxious,  my  Lords,  to  give  my  sup- 
port to  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  upon  the  woolsack;  and 
I  should  have  given  that  support  before,  if 
I  had  been  in  the  House.  I  rose  with  my 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Marquess  to  support 
it;  but  as  he  is  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  give 
way.  I  rose,  my  Lords,  also  to  make  some 
observations  upon  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl,  which  was  to  the  effect  that  previous 
to  this  measure,  which  is  the  complement 
of  those  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, in  order  to  put  down  open  re- 
bellion, remedial  measures  should  be 
adopted.  That  the  noble  Earl  should  have 
stated  a  list  of  Irish  grievances,  and  of 
remedial  measures  that  ought  to  be  adopt- 
ed previous  to  such  a  Bill  as  this  which  is 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
is  perhaps  perfectly  natural;  but  the  ques- 
tion before  your  Lordships  is  neither  more 
nor  less  than  this — whether  this  measure 
is  not  necessary  in  the  first  instance.  This 
Bill  is  a  Bill  to  amend  and  continue  dif- 
ferent Acts  of  Parliament,  having  for  their 
object  to  put  down  secret  societies  in  Ire- 
land— secret  societies  which  were  known 
to  prevail,  and  to  have  been  the  means  of 
arming,  promoting,  and  carrying  on  the 
open  rebellion  which  took  place  in  that 
country  fifty  years  ago— secret  societies 
which  again  prevailed  in  that  country  forty 
years  ago,  and  were  the  grounds  and  causes 
of  that  Act  of  Parliament  which  is  now 
proposed  to  be  continued — secret  societies 
which  again  prevailed  at  different  subse- 
quent periods,  and  required  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, having  for  its  object  to  put  them 
down.  And  now,  my  Lords,  in  the  reign 
of  the  existing  Sovereign,  laws  have  to  be 
passed  to  put  down  these  same  societies. 
We  have  them  now  in  a  new  form — in  the 
form  of  clubs — prevailing  all  over  the  coun- 
try, which  clubs,  it  is  very  obvious,  my 
Lords,  are  or  may  be  the  means  X)f  bring- 
ing in  invaders,  and  of  carrying  on  war 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  that 
country.  These  clubs  can  only  be  put 
down  by  means  of  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the  wool- 
sack; which  Bill  will  enable  Her  Majesty's 
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Government  effectually  to  put  down  this 
rebellion.  I,  who  know  what  is  the  na- 
ture of  military  operations,  tell  your 
Lordships  that  a  measure  of  this  kind  is 
necessary  to  prevent  military  operations 
being  carried  into  execution  with  the 
greatest  activity,  in  order  to  put  down 
the  state  of  things  which  now  exists 
in  Ireland,  without  enormous  disturb- 
ance and  enormous  bloodshed.  The  no- 
ble Earl  has  stated,  that  hithei'to  coer- 
cive and  not  remedial  measures  have 
been  adopted.  Why,  my  Lords,  this  very 
day  a  remedial  measure  has  received  the 
assent  of  Her  Majesty;  and,  as  the  noble 
Marquess  has  stated,  much  of  the  time  of 
Parliament  for  the  last  forty  years  has 
been  passed  in  passing  or  improving  reme 
dial  measures  for  Ireland.  There  is  not  a 
Session,  my  Lords,  in  which  many  mea- 
sures of  that  description  have  not  been 
adopted  by  all  Governments.  The  noble 
Barl  has  been  pleased  to  review  some  of 
them.  .  I  feel  very  unwilling  to  follow  him 
through  that  review;  but  he  referred  to 
some  upon  which  I  will  make  one  or  two 
observations.  He  has  complained  of  the 
oaths  administered  to  your  Lordships  upon 
taking  your  seats  in  this  House;  and  the 
noble  Earl  seemed  to  think  that  those 
oaths  were  very  unjustly  imposed.  I  beg 
the  noble  Earl's  pardon  upon  that  subject. 
Having  been  in  Parliament,  either  in  this 
or  the  other  House  for  a  very  considerable 
number  of  years,  I  have  some  recollection 
of  the  origin  of  the  imposition  of  those 
oaths;  and  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  my 
Lords,  every  one  of  those  oaths  was 
founded  upon  propositions  in  a  petition 
presented  by  those  who  are  now  unwilling 
to  take  them.  They  demanded  certain 
concessions  on  the  part  of  Parliament — 
concessions  with  regard  to  objects  which  it 
was  considered  easential  to  maintain  for 
the  support  and  protection  of  that  which 
this  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament — 
the  Legislature  of  this  country — can  never 
cease  to  support.  They  assured  us,  **  We 
are  suffering  because  we  cannot  adopt  the 
tests,  and  take  oaths  which  we  are  required 
to  take;  but  we  are  ready  to  swear — as 
we  have  stated  in  our  petitions — that  we 
have  no  desire  to  injure  the  Church — that 
we  have  no  desire  otherwise  than  to  sup- 
port the  existing  state  of  property  in  this 
country.'*  It  was  on  these  petitions — on 
the  model  of  these  petitions — on  the  con- 
tents of  these  petitions — as  I  can  prove  by 
the  very  words  of  these  petitions  them- 
selves— ^by  their  contents,  and  the  assu- 


rances which  they  contain — that  these 
oaths  were  framed.  Now,  I  would  recom- 
mend to  the  noble  Earl  to  read  and  reflect 
on  this  matter,  and  he  will  see  that  there 
are  no  grounds  for  complaining  of  these 
oaths,  and  still  less  grounds  to  complain 
of  the  provisions  of  the  different  Acts  of 
Parliament  by  which  these  different  con- 
cessions and  arrangements  were  made  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Roman  Catholics  and  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  But  I  say  it  does 
not  signify  what  has  been  done,  nor  what 
remains  to  be  done,  nor  what  it  may  suit 
Parliament  to  do — I  contend — and  the  ob- 
ject for  which  I  now  venture  to  address 
your  Lordships  is  to  show — that  this  mea- 
sure which  is  now  under  discussion  before 
you,  is  absolutely  necessary  in  order  to 
maintain  any  Government  or  any  society 
whatever  in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  you  have 
the  whole  country  occupied  by  clubs,  orga^ 
nised — secretly  organised — ^fbr  the  pur- 
poses of  military  organisation  and  opera- 
tions. It  is  obvious  that  the  Legislature, 
for  the  last  forty  years  at  least,  has  becQ 
attending  to  this  matter,  and  that  up  to 
this  moment,  with  all  the  attention  it  has 
given  to  it — it  has  not  been  able  to  put 
this  system  down.  I  have  ever  heard  it 
said,  and  I  am  convinced  that  on  inquiry 
it  will  be  found  to  be  the  fact,  that  in  the 
system  of  agitation  which  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land for  some  years,  the  mobs — the  enor- 
mous mobs  which  we  saw  collected  and 
travelling  about  the  country  in  all  direc- 
tions, though  with  comparatively  little  mis- 
chief— were  occasioned  mainly  by  the  in- 
fluence and  the  existence  at  that  time  of  a 
secret  society.  I  have  proof  of  it,  that  se- 
cret organisation  existed  in  Ireland  at  that 
moment,  and  that  these  movements  were  di- 
rected by  a  system  of  secret  operations  car- 
ried on  in  that  country.  But  at  the  pre- 
sent time  let  any  one  read  the  accounts 
which  have  been  given  of  the  parade  at  a 
review  before  one  gentleman  in  Cork,  when 
to  the  numbers  of  not  less  than  2,000  or 
3,000  men  were  assembled,  and  their 
movements  regulated  by  signals;  and  will 
any  man  attempt  to  say  that  this  was  not 
a  proceeding  regulated  by  secret  commu- 
nications—  that  these  persons  were  not 
trained  to  obedience  to  those  commands  by 
signals — and  that  they  were  not  brought 
together  for  the  purpose  of  this  review  by 
the  operation  of  secret  communications 
from  Dubhn  ?  And,  my  Lords,  if  all  this 
took  place,  I  ask,  is  not  this  measure  ne- 
cessary at  the  present  moment  to  put  down 
such  mischief  as  that  is  ?     If  your  Lord- 
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Bbips  win  read  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  are  proposed  to  he  continued,  you 
will  see  that  they  are  already  very  strong, 
and  you  would  ho  inclined  to  suppose  that 
the  magistrates  have  it  already  in  their 
power  to  put  down  these  mischievous  cluhs; 
Dut,  my  Lords,  when  you  come  to  con- 
sider that  these  cluhs  are  acting  in  co- 
operation one  with  another — that  the  ma- 
gistrate who  attempts  to  put  down  one  of 
them  under  the  provisions  of  any  one  of 
these  Acts  of  Parliament,  may  find  that 
he  has  eight  or  ten  of  them  in  reality  to 
deal  with — ^your  Lordships  will  see  that 
these  cluhs  are  an  evil  which  it  is  neces- 
sary for  the  Government  itself  to  take  in 
hand;  that  it  will  not  he  sufficient  for  the 
Government  to  proclaim  the  existence  of 
these  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  to  call  upon 
the  magistrates  to  carry  them  into  execu- 
tion; hut  that  the  Government  must  com- 
bine the  measures  that  must  he  adopted, 
in  order  effectually  to  put  down  the  ex- 
istence of  these   clubs;   and  I  hope  that 
that  is  the   object  which  Her   Majesty's 
Government  have  in  view,  and  that  that 
is  the  course  which  they  are  determined 
to    adopt    and  to   carry  into    execution. 
My  opinion   is,  that  the   amendment  of 
these  Acts  of  Parliament  will  enable  the 
Government  to   adopt   the  measures  ne- 
cessary to  effect  this  object,  and  that  it 
is  obvious  that  none  but  the  Government 
can  adopt  such  measures  effectually.    And 
yet  it  is  when  your  Lordships  are  called 
upon  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
woolsack  to  go   into  Committee  on  this 
Bill,  in  order  to  enable  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters to  adopt  this  complement  to  all  that 
has  been  done  hitherto  for  putting  down 
rebellion  in  Ireland,  that  the  noble  Earl 
asks  them  to  propose  remedial  measures. 
Let  the  noble  Earl   come   down   to   the 
House  to-morrow,  and   propose   remedial 
measures,  and  he  will  find  the  House  ready 
and  inclined,  as  it  always  has  been,  to  lis- 
ten to  him  in  favour  of  any  measure  that 
may  be  of  a  remedial  nature  towards  Ire- 
land.    But  let  us   not  be  interrupted  in 
carrying  into  effect  this  measure,  which  is 
necessary  in  order  to  enable  you  to  pre- 
serve any  Government  whatever  in  Ireland, 
and  then  the  noble  Earl  can  bo  allowed  to 
propose   any  measures  of   relief  fot  that 
country  which  he  may  think  advisable. 

The  Earl  of  DBS  ART  said,  he  wished 
to  allude  to  one  remark  which  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Earl,  in 
alluding  to  the  grievances  affecting  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  had  stated 


that  there  was  church  property  in  Ireland 
sufficient  to  endow  both  Churches.  Now, 
he  could  understand  such  an  opinion  com- 
ing from  those  who  advocate  the  principles 
of  communism,  that  one  man  who  had  too 
much  should  he  despoiled  to  supply  his 
poorer  neighbour;  he  could  understand 
such  persons  stating  that  because  one 
Church  had  too  much,  therefore  it  should 
be  robbed  of  its  property  for  the  sake  of 
another  Church;  but  he  thought  that  the 
noble  Earl  should  be  the  last  to  advocate 
those  principles.  The  Established  Church 
in  Ireland  was  as  much  entitled  to  the  pro- 
perty which  it  possessed,  as  was  the  noble 
Earl  to  the  property  held  by  him;  and  un- 
til they  sanctioned  the  principle  of  every 
man  being  allowed  to  decide  whether  his 
neighbour  had  enough  or  too  much  pro- 
perty, they  should  not  speak  of  dividing 
the  income  of  the  Establishment  with  any 
other  persuasion.  He  begged,  in  addition, 
to  express  his  thanks  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess and  Her  Majesty's  Gox^rnment  for 
this  measure,  which  had  been  most  justly 
styled  by  the  noble  Marquess  as  a  reme- 
dial measure.  But  in  order  to  render  it 
so,  they  should  begin  by  putting  down  all 
agitation,  whether  moral  or  physical,  in 
the  germ.  He  could  tell  the  noble  Earl 
that  Ireland  had  been  too  long  governed 
on  the  mistaken  principles  of  conciliation. 
What  Ireland  wanted  was  government,  and 
not  conciliation — ^government  which  would 
ensure  protection  of  life  and  property,  and 
thus  ensure  that  feeling  of  security  which 
would  enable  capital  to  flow  into  the  coun- 
try, so  as  to  develop  her  resources,  and 
make  her  the  strength  instead  of  being  the 
weakness  of  England. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  also  begged 
to  thank  the  noble  Marquess  for  the  admi- 
rable speech  he  had  addressed  to  their 
Lordships.  He  had  never  heard  a  speech 
which  had  given  him  more  satisfaction. 
With  respect  to  the  measure  then  under 
consideration,  he  still  feared  it  would  not 
be  found  sufficient,  as  it  stood,  to  put  down 
societies  which  were  not  bound  together  by 
illegal  oaths,  although  they  might  have  a 
system  of  passports  and  secret  signs,  and 
be  leagued  together  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing arms.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Campbell)  thought  that  the 
common  law,  in  conjunction  with  the  sta- 
tute law,  would  be  quite  effective  for  that 
purpose ;  still,  while  he  hoped  that  tho 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  right  in  the 
view  which  he  had  expressed,  he  could  not 
forget  that  when  parties  were  tried  under 
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these  Acts,  the  lawyers  hy  whom  they  were 
defended  would  display  great  ingenuity  in 
impressing  the  jurors  with  a  helief  of  dif- 
ferences between  the  common  law  and  the 
statute  law,  and  in  persuading  them  that 
the  written  and  defined  law  was  that  which 
they  were  alone  to  follow.     He  could  tell 
their  Lordships  that  there  would  be  found 
jurors  who  would  gladly  seize  on  such  dis- 
tinctions in  order  not  to  find  verdicts.  They 
had  an   instance   of  the  widely  different 
yiewB  that  might  be  taken  of  matters  of 
law,  in  the  State  Trial  of  1844,  when,  on 
an  appeal  to  their  Lordships'  House,  three 
noble  and  learned  Lords  voted  one  way, 
and  two  noble  and  learned  Lords  voted  the 
other  way.     He  agreed  that  the  Bill  be- 
fore their  Lordships  was  a  step  in  the  right 
direction;  but  he  regretted  that  Govern- 
ment had  not  thought  it  right  to  go  a  step 
further.     If  he  were  told  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord   (Lord  Campbell)  that  this 
Bill,  coupled  with  the  common  law  of  the 
land,  would  enable  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  put  down  the  Repeal  Association, 
he  would  be  satisfied;  but  without  such  an 
assurance,  he  could  not  be  content;  for  he 
was  firmly  persuaded  that  unless  Govern- 
ment did  put  down  tbat  association,  they 
would  do  nothing  except  an  infinite  deal  of 
mischief.    It  would  be  equivalent  to  telling 
the  Government  that  the  Repeal  Associa- 
tion was  again  to  flourish — that  it  was  to 
be  brought  into  active  operation,  and  was 
to  be  perpetual.     He  attributed  almost  all 
the  grievances  under  which  Ireland  labour- 
ed to  that  very  association;  he  attributed 
all  the  misfortunes  of  Ireland  to  the  agita- 
tion that  had  been  carried  on  there  for  the 
last  twenty  years.     He  attributed  the  po- 
verty and  wretchedness  of  the  people  to 
the    mischievous  ■  and    seditious   doctrines 
that  had  issued  from  that  quarter;  for  how 
was  it  possible  for  a  country  to  prosper,  or 
for  a  people  to  be  industrious,  when  their 
whole  thoughts  and  their  whole  lives  had 
been  devoted  to  the  perusal  of  the  seditious 
trash  published  in  the  repeal  newspapers, 
and  to  frequenting  these  repeal  clubs  ?    It 
was  impossible,  as  long  as  that  association 
was  allowed  to  exist  in  Ireland,  for  them 
to  expect  any  amelioration  in  the  social 
state  of  the  country.     They  had  sent  over 
millions  of  money,  not  merely  on  account 
of  the  famine,  but  for  the  improvement  of 
the  country;    and  yet  they  saw  that  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  were  turbulent 
and  disaffected,  and  ready  to  listen  to  the 
treason  that  was  addressed  to  them.     He 
conceived  that  the  whole  question  which 


they  had  to  settle  with  the  people  of  Ire- 
land was,  whether  or  not  this  Repeal  As- 
sociation should  continue.  They  should 
bear  in  mind  that  all  the  young  men  who 
were  engaged  in  the  recent  insurrection 
had  been  trained  up  in  that  association; 
and  while  they  permitted  it  to  exist,  they 
would,  by  any  other  measure,  be  merely 
lopping  off  a  branch,  while  they  allowed 
the  tree  to  flourish  and  to  send  out  new 
foliage.  He  felt  convinced  to  a  stronger 
degree  than  he  could  find  words  to  express, 
that  if  they  could  put  down  agitation  in 
Ireland  for  five  or  seven  years,  they  would 
behold  that  country  making  the  most  rapid 
strides  towards  prosperity.  Speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  agricultural  classes,  he  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  there  was  no 
class  in  the  community  who  felt  the  evil 
results  arising  from  the  system  of  intimi- 
dation which  prevailed  in  Ireland  more 
strongly  than  the  farmers,  as  their  inter- 
ests were  affected  by  it  more  than  those  of 
any  other  class.  When  their  Lordships 
got  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  he  would 
propose  the  adoption  of  a  clause  which  he 
found  in  the  Act  passed  during  Earl  Grey's 
Administration  in  1833  (3  and  4  Will.  IV., 
c.  4),  and  which  would  be  effectual  in  put- 
ting down  the  Repeal  Association.  And  he 
would  remind  their  Lordships  that  if  such 
a  stringent  enactment  were  necessary  at 
that  time,  it  was  much  more  so  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  when  they  had  a  seditious 
conspiracy  organised  throughout  the  entire 
country.  He  admitted  that  that  conspiracy 
had  been  put  down  wherever  it  had  dared 
to  show  itself  in  actual  outbreak,  princi- 
pally through  the  exertions  of  the  police 
force,  whose  admirable  discipline  and  effi- 
ciency he^  attributed  in  a  great  measure 
to  the  able  superintendence  of  Captain 
McGregor.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to 
think  that  the  Repeal  Association  was  at 
present  defunct;  but  those  who  knew  more 
of  Ireland  than  what  was  to  be  found  in 
the  newspapers  of  the  day,  could  tell  the 
noble  Lord  that  measures  were  in  progress 
for  renewing  the  Association  in  all  its 
strength.  There  were  demagogues  in  all 
directions — at  the  altars,  as  well  as  else- 
where ;  but  if  the  Association  were  put 
down,  these  demagogues  could  do  no  harm. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Govemr 
ment  would  adopt  measures  to  put  down 
this  Association  at  once.  They  could  do 
so,  as  on  a  former  occasion,  by  rendering 
it  illegal  for  any  political  body  to  adjourn 
from  day  to  day;  and  he  thought  that  the 
Government  were  called  upon  to  explain 
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why  they  would  not  re-enact  a  similar  pro- 
vision now.  There  were  many  persons  in 
Ireland  who  attributed  the  unwillingness 
of  the  Government  to  adopt  such  a  mea- 
sure to  their  dread  of  losing  certain  votes 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  There 
was  also  in  the  Bill  of  1833  a  clause  which 
he  thought  would  require  to  be  re-enacted 
before  very  long.  He  referred  to  the 
clause  authorising  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
commission  any  officer  or  officers  of  Her 
Majesty's  regular  forces,  not  being  under 
the  degree  of  a  field-officer,  to  hold  courts- 
martial  for  the  trial  of  offences.  They  had 
recently  four  parties  tried  in  Dublin.  In 
one  of  these  cases  only,  that  of  Mitchel, 
a  verdict  was  returned.  In  two  of  the 
other  cases,  those  of  O'Brien  and  Mea- 
gher, the  jury  disagreed;  and  this  very 
day,  intelligence  had  arrived  that  in  the 
fourth  case,  that  of  0*Doherty,  the  jury 
had  also  disagreed.  This  was  a  very  seri- 
ous matter  indeed;  and  if  they  could  not 
get  jurors  to  do  their  duty,  he  did  not  know 
what  was  the  use  of  all  their  Acts  of  Par- 
liament. In  the  Act  of  1833  there  was  a 
clause  which  provided  that  military  men, 
not  under  the  rank  of  field-officers,  should 
alone  be  nominated  on  courts-martial.  When 
it  was  recollected  that  in  the  case  of  Mitchel 
the  names  of  the  jury  who  had  convicted 
him  had  been  printed  on  lists  that  were 
distributed  through  all  the  Confederate 
clubs  in  the  country,  in  order  that  the 
persons  should  be  marked  for  destruction 
if  the  insurrection  had  been  successful, 
what  hope,  he  would  ask,  could  they 
entertain  of  having  verdicts  returned  on 
the  trials  of  any  of  the  chief  leaders  of  the 
conspiracy  ?  There  was  also  another  cir- 
cumstance to  which  he  felt  coippelled  to 
allude.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  the  President  of  the  Council, 
had  both  made  strong  declarations  against 
repeal  of  the  Union;  but  there  was  a  wide 
ditference  between  saying  and  doing,  and 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  of  dissatisfac- 
tion on  the  part  of  those  who  were  deter- 
mined to  support  the  Government  in  Ire- 
land at  the  manner  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment avoided  following  up  these  declara- 
tions by  acts.  They  could  not  forget  that 
at  the  last  general  election  those  who  ge- 
nerally managed  the  affairs  of  the  nation 
had  sent  over  instructions  to  Ireland,  that 
in  all  cases  where  a  contest  was  pending 
between  a  Conservative  and  a  Repealer, 
that  the  Repealer  should  bo  supported. 
When  the  election  for  Dublin  took  place, 


the  very  first  person  who  recorded  his  vote 
for  the  repeal  candidate  was  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Attorney  General,  Mr.  Monahan. 
It  was  said  that  he  voted  in  his  private 
capacity  only  ;  but  he  (the  Earl  of  Glen- 
gall)  did  not  see  how,  in  such  a  case,  so 
important  a  functionary  as  the  Attorney 
'General  could  separate  his  private  from 
his  public  capacity.  The  shopkeepers  of 
Dublin  did  not  draw  such  distinctions. 
They  did  not  think  the  Government  was 
against  the  repealers.  They  believed  the 
Government  supported  the  repeal  candi- 
date. He  entreated  the  Government  not 
to  allow  their  subordinate  officers  to  follow 
such  a  course.  He  disapproved  very  much, 
too,  of  the  course  that  had  been  adopt- 
ed in  the  case  of  Mr.  .Doheny,  who  was, 
without  doubt,  the  cause  of  the  late  at- 
tempt at  insurrection.  It  was  immedi- 
ately after  he  was  bailed  that  he  went  to 
Slievenamon,  and  induced  Mr.  S.  O'Brien 
to  put  himself  at  the  head  of  the  insur- 
gents. Had  Mr.  Doheny  not  been  ad- 
mitted to  bail  at  Nenagh,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Glengall)  was  satisfied  there  would  not 
have  been  the  late  attempt  at  insurrection 
in  Ireland  at  all.  However,  that  person 
(Mr.  Doheney)  had  since  undoubtedly  com- 
mitted acts  of  high  treason,  and  for  that 
offence  he  no  doubt  would  be  tried.  But 
all  trials  would  fail  of  their  proper  effect, 
unless  the  Government  adopted  the  system 
of  placing  military  men  upon  the  juries. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  a  few  ex- 
pressions had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  of  Shrewsbury)  which  he  wished  to 
notice — he  had  heard  them  with  regret. 
The  noble  Earl  had  spoken  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  as  a  degraded,  insult- 
ed, oppressed,  and  tormented  class.  He 
denied  the  correctness  of  this  description  ; 
and  he  challenged  the  noble  Lord  to  justify 
the  use  of  one  of  those  epithets.  It  was 
said  that  the  Roman  Catholics  were  ex- 
cluded from  the  office  of  jurymen  ;  and  he 
granted  that  they  had  been  so  excluded  in 
certain  cases.  But,  if  the  Roman  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland  were  taken  as  a 
body,  it  would  be  found  that  at  least  four- 
fifths  were  disaffected  to  the  Government. 

The  Earl  of  SHREWSBURY  said,  in 
explanation  :  My  Lords,  I  must  most  so- 
lemnly protest  against  all  idea  of  an  ascen- 
dancy for  the  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland. 
I  only  desire  to  sec  it  in  a  situation  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister  has  repeatedly 
declared  it  should  be  —  upon  a  perfect 
equality  with  Presbyterian  ism  and  Angli- 
canism.    . 
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The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDB 
felt  called  upon  to  deny  the  accuracy  of 
the  statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Redesdale)  that  four-fifths  at  least 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  were 
disloyal.  He  knew  no  language  too  strong 
in  which  to  express  his  entire  dissent  from 
such  an  assertion.  He  would  say  that  he 
knew  of  his  own  knowledge  that  such  was 
not  the  fact.  He  would  say  that,  on  the 
contrary,  although  there  were  of  course 
exceptions  amongst  them,  most  of  them 
were  as  loyal  as  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  any  part  of  the  country.  There 
were  many  of  them  who  had  suffered  in 
property,  and  many  who  had  shed  their 
blood  in  defence  of  the  laws  and  the  con- 
stitution. The  noble  Earl  (Earl  of  Glen- 
gall)  had  paid  a  well-deserved  compliment 
to  the  loyalty,  fidelity,  and  bravery  of  the 
Irish  constabulary,  most  of  whom  were 
Roman  Catholics.  The  Roman  Catholic 
soldiers,  police,  and  constabulary,  were  as 
true  and  loyal  men  as  any  in  the  service 
of  Her  Majesty,  or  in  that  of  any  Sove- 
reign in  the  world.  To  return  to  the 
question  really  before  their  Lordships, 
there  was  no  opposition  to  the  Bill,  and 
he  therefore  trusted  the  House  would  at 
once  go  into  Committee  upon  it. 

House  in  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  moved  the 
clause  for  the  suppression  of  the  Repeal 
Association,  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
It  was  framed  to  give  power  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  or  other  chief  governor  of  Ire- 
land for  the  time  being,  by  order  in  writ- 
ing to  prohibit  or  suppress  the  meeting  of 
any  association,  assembly,  or  body  of  per- 
sons in  Ireland,  which  he  or  they  should 
deem  to  be  dangerous  to  the  public  peace 
or  safety,  or  inconsistent  with  the  due  ad- 
ministration of  the  law;  and  in  like  manner 
by  order  to  prohibit  any  adjourned  or  other 
meeting  of  the  same  or  any  part  thereof, 
under  any  name,  title,  or  device  whatso- 
ever. And  if  any  meeting,  association, 
assembly,  or  body  of  persons,  whose  meet- 
ing should  be  so  prohibited,  should  assem- 
ble in  despite  thereof,  under  any  pretext, 
title,  device,  or  shift  whatsoever,  the  per- 
sons composing  it  should  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanour,  and  be  treated  accor- 
dingly. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  op- 
posed the  introduction  of  the  clause.  The 
Kepeal  Association  no  longer  existed,  and 
it  remained  to  be  seen  whether  any  at- 
tempt would  be  made  to  resuscitate  it.  By 
the  Act  recently  passed  for  the  suspension 


of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment was  armed,  and  would  remain 
armed  until  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, with  an  extraordinary  power  which 
would  itself  enable  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
check  and  control  any  such  association; 
and  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  wished 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  know  that  that 
law  not  only  existed,  but  would  be  applied, 
if  they  rendered  it  necessary  to  csdl  its 
powers  into  use.  And  all  persons  attempt- 
ing to  hold  such  meetings  would  be  amen- 
able. He  therefore,  without  however  pledg- 
ing himself  that  at  some  future  time  fur* 
ther  powers  might  not  be  required,  thought 
that  for  the  present  matters  might  be  safe- 
ly left  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland. 

Lord  MONTE AGLE  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Glengall)  would  with- 
draw his  clause. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON  said, 
that  no  man  could  wish  more  than  he  that 
those  associations  should  be  put  down  and 
discontinued.  But,  considering  the  answer 
made  by  the  noble  Marquess,  and  consider- 
ing that  the  Government  was  satisfied  with 
the  Bill  before  the  House,  he  thought  it  was 
not  expedient  that  the  House  should  proceed 
to  adopt  the  clause  proposed  by  the  noble 
Earl.  That  clause  was  a  complete  measure 
in  itself,  and  might  be  brought  forward  by 
the  noble  Earl  on  any  future  day  should  it 
appear  necessary.  He  therefore  recom- 
mended him  not  to  press  it. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  was  not  sa- 
tisfied with  the  noble  Marquess's  explana- 
tion. So  long  as  the  Act  for  the  supen- 
sion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was  in 
force,  the  demagogues  would  be  quiet; 
but  that  Act  would  last  only  until  March. 
To  put  down  the  Repeal  Association,  an 
Act  for  its  suppression  should  last  for  se- 
veral years.  He  now  placed  the  clause  in 
the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
to  do  as  they  pleased  with  it.  He  would  not 
press  it. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment. 

Amendments  made. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTORS  BILL. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  briefly  explained 
the  objects  of  it,  the  chief  of  which  was  to 
extend  the  time  for  paying  the  borough 
rates  and  taxes  six  months.  By  the  pre- 
sent system  the  very  class  of  voters  whom 
their  Lordships  should  wish  most  to  see  on 
the  lists  were  excluded. 

The  DuKB  of  WELLINGTON  did  not 
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thiDk  the  noble  Lord  ought  to  press  the 
measure  then  upon  their  Lordships,  for 
although  the  Hou^e  was  well  and  respect- 
ably attended,  it  was  not  fully  attended. 
The  noble  Lord,  besides,  had  shown  no  solid 
ground  of  complaint  against  the  present 
system.  The  object  of  his  Bill  was  to 
make  an  alteration  of  six  months  in  the 
payment  of  the  rates;  but  he  (the  Duke  of 
Wellington),  for  one,  could  not  consent  to 
it,  and  he  really  thought  the  noble  Lord 
ought  not  to  press  his  Motion. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  had  listened*  with 
the  most  profound  respect  to  the  noble 
Duke,  but  could  not  agree  with  him  as  to 
his  objections  to  this  Bill.  He  had  ever 
conceived  that  this  imperative  rule  for  pay- 
ment of  rates,  even  where  not  called  for, 
was  a  defect  in  the  Reform  Bill.  He  was 
strongly  opposed  to  organic  changes;  but 
the  present  Bill  only  proposed  to  make  a 
reasonable  change. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  had  ever  consider- 
ed the  regular  payment  of  rates,  as  en- 
acted by  the  Reform  Bill,  the  test  of  a 
voter's  respectability.  His  chief  objection, 
however,  was  to  proceed  with  such  a  mea- 
sure at  such  a  period  of  the  Session,  when 
it  was  clearly  impossible  that  it  could  be 
duly  considered.  He  therefore  trusted  the 
noble  Lord  would  accede  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Duke. 

Earl  GREY  said,  that  if  this  was  mere- 
ly a  matter  of  speculation,  and  not  a  griev- 
ance constantly  and  practically  felt,  he 
should  agree  with  the  noble  Lord.  It  was 
notorious  that  in  several  parishes  the  col- 
lectors abstained  from  calling  on  the  more 
respectable  inhabitants  until  late  in  the 
season,  as  they  knew  that  they  could  rea- 
dily obtain  the  rates;  and  the  result  was 
that  this  class  of  persons  were  constantly 
disfranchised.  This  Bill  more  particularly 
aiSFectcd  the  House  of  Commons,  and  as  it 
had  been  sent  up  from  that  place,  he 
thought  that  the  House  should  adopt  it. 
He  denied  the  assertion  that  there  was  not 
a  sufficient  attendance  of  Peers  to  justify 
their  passing  such  a  Bill  at  that  period  of 
the  Session. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  de- 
nied that  this  Bill  merely  affected  the 
House  of  Commons,  for  the  state  of  the 
constituency  was  a  most  important  consti- 
tutional question.  The  truth  was,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  in  the  habit  of 
sending  up  a  number  of  Bills  at  the  end  of 
the  Session,  which  had  been  introduced  by 
private  Members  of  Parliament,  and  not 
Dj  the  Oovermnent.     It  was,  therefore, 


too  much  to  call  upon  that  House  at  once 
to  sanction  such  measures,  without  afford- 
ing time  for  considering  what  was  best  for 
the  country.  He  objected  to  the  Bill  on 
the  grounds  urged  by  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington),  that  this  Bill 
affected  to  afford  relief  where  there  was 
no  real  ground  of  complaint,  and  also  as  it 
had  been  brought  forward  at  such  a  late 
period  of  the  Session. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  regretted  that  he 
could  not  accede  to  the  request  of  the 
noble  Duke. 

Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 
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MfMUTBS.]  Public  Bills. — 1°  Charity  Trust  Regulation!; 
Commons  Indoture  (No.  2) ;  Traiufier  of  Landed  Pro- 
perty (Ireland). 

i9  Commons  Inclosure  Act  Amendment;  Ecclesiastical 
Patronage  Suits  Compromise  (Ireland). 

Reported.'^tnxa  Navigation  ;  Spirits  (Dealers  In);  Brl* 
tish  Spirito  Warehousing ;  Petty  Bag,  &c,  Offlocs  (Court 
of  Chancery). 

3<>  and  passed:— Turnpike  Acts  Continuance;  Poor  Law 
Union  District  Schools;  Money  Order  Department 
(Post  Office)  I  Boroughs  Incorporation. 
Pktitions  Pbbsbntkd.  By  Lord  G.  Bentinck,  from  the 
Borough  of  Kinsale.  for  Instituting  an  Inquiry  respecting 
the  late  Election  for  that  Place. — By  Mr.  Bouverie,  from 
Launoeston,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  the 
Church  of  England  Clergy. -By  Mr.  Wilson  Patten, 
ih>m  Members  of  the  Congregation  of  Primitive  Metho- 
dists, of  the  Town  of  Burnley,  Lancashire,  for  a  Better 
Observance  of  the  Lord's  Day. — By  Mr.  Pattison,  from 
Members  of  the  General  Body  of  Protestant  Dissenting 
Ministers,  resident  In  London,  for  Withdrawal  of  the 
Regium  Donum  Grant — By  Mr.  Goulbum,  from  Inha^ 
bitants  of  the  Parish  of  Hanover,  in  Jamaica,  to  take  the 
State  of  the  West  India  Colonies  into  Consideration. — 
By  Mr.  Hume,  from  Householders  of  Edinburgh,  for  the 
Abolition  of  the  Annuity  Tax  (Scotland).— By  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  from  Engineers,  Miners,  and  Others,  of 
several  Places  in  Cornwall,  against  the  Copper  and  Lead 
Duties  Bill.— By  Mr.  Cardwell,  from  Merchants,  and 
Others,  of  Liverpool,  for  Retrenchment  of  the  Naval 
and  MiliUry  Expenditure—By  Mr.  Osman  Ricardo. 
frt>m  several  Lodges  of  the  Independent  Order  of  Odd 
Fellows,  for  an  Extension  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act. 
— By  Sir  John  Romilly,  from  the  Town  of  Machynlleth, 
Montgomeryshire,  in  favour  of  the  Charity  Trust  Regu- 
lations Bill.— By  Colonel  Dunne,  from  the  Grand  Jury  of 
the  County  of  Gal  way,  for  Relief  of  the  Distress  (Ireland). 
— By  Mr.  Mackinnon,  from  James  Logan.  S,  Norfolk 
Street,  Marylebone,  in  favour  of  Instructing  Schools 
masters  and  Ministers  in  the  Gaelic  Language. — By  Mr. 
Lushington,  from  Members  of  the  Health  of  London 
AsBodation,  for  Alteration  of  the  Nuisances  and  Coota* 
gious  Diseases  Bill.— By  Viscount  Melgund,  from  the 
Presbytery  of  St.  Andrew's,  Fifeshire,  for  Improving  the 
Parish  Sdiools  (Scotland). — By  Colonel  Dunne,  from 
Members  of  the  Grand  Jury  of  Galway,  for  Inquiry 
respecting  the  Working  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).— By 
Mr.  H.  Berkeley,  from  Officers  employed  in  the  West- 
bury-upon-Sevem  Union,  Gloucestershire,  in  flivourof  a 
Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers.— By  Mr. 
Hume,  (torn  the  Presbytery  of  Meigle,  against  the  Re- 
gistering Births,  Ac.  (Scotland)  Dill.— By  Mr.  Boyd,  from 
the  Town  of  Coleraine,  in  favour  of  the  Renewable 
Leasehold  Conversian  BilL— By  Viscount  Morpeth,  from 
a  Number  of  Persons,  Frequenters  of  Hyde  Park,  and 
Others,  respectiog  the  State  of  the  Serpentiiie  RItw. 
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PLUNDER  OF  THE  ROYAL  WOODS. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  asked  if  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Woods  and  Forests 
had  any  statement  to  make  with  reference  to 
the  subject  of  a  certain  private  communica- 
tion which  he  (Lord  Duncan)  had,  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  the  department, 
made  to  the  noble  Lord  this  Session;  also 
whether  the  noble  Lord  had  anything  to 
state  with  respect  to  the  depredations 
which  it  had  been  discovered  had  been, 
during  some  years,  committed  upon  the 
wood  in  the  New  Forest  ? 

Viscount  MORPETH  replied,  that  from 
the  information  which  he  had  received  he 
had  reason  to  believe  that  a  system  of 
fraud  and  depredation  had  prevailed  for  a 
long  time  past  with  respect  to  the  New 
Forest.  As  soon  as  the  revelations  in  re- 
ference to  them  were  brought  under  his 
attention  by  the  praiseworthy  investigation 
of  his  noble  Friend,  he  engaged  the  services 
of  two  gentlemen  who  were  specially  re- 
commended to  him  for  the  purpose,  and  he 
had  every  reason  to  believe  that  they 
would  prosecute  their  inquiries  with  effect. 
Two  persons  had  been  already  apprehended, 
and  committed  to  take  their  trial  in  conse- 
quence of  these  depredations. 

THE  COLONIES— OMITTED  CORRE- 
SPONDENCE. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  chair  for  the  House  to  go  into 
a  Committee  of  Supply, 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said:  Sir,  I 
should  have  hoped  there  would  be  no  ob- 
jection to  grant  the  Motion  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  which  is  that — 

**  An  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  direct 
the  Earl  of  Elgin  and  Kincardine  forthwith  to 
transmit  to  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  Copies  of  the  omitted  Correspondence 
between  the  Provincial  Secretary  of  Canada  and 
the  Secretary  to  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade,  and 
will  direct  that  the  same  be  laid  before  this 
House." 

But  the  Government  have  expressed  them- 
selves dissatisfied  with  the  terms  of  my 
Motion.  I  apprehend  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  and  especially  the  Colonial 
Office,  are  somewhat  sensitive  upon  any 
expression  which  might  intimate  a  suspi- 
cion that  any  correspondence,  or  any  des- 
patch, had  been  purposely  omitted  by  the 
Colonial  Office.  On  a  former  occasion, 
when  I  observed  upon  the  omission  in  this 
correspondence,  of  the  letter  of  the  Provin- 
cial Secretary  of  Canada  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade,  the  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  informed  the  House  that  no  copy 
of  any  such  letter  had  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office.  Well,  Sir,  I  take  for 
granted  that  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  perfectly  coiTOCt.  But,  Sir, 
I  want  to  know  how  it  is  that  a  part  of  the 
correspondence  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin  and 
Kincai'dine  should  have  been  omitted  ? 
Having  thought  fit  to  lay  before  the  House 
copies  of  the  correspondence  between  the 
Governor  General  of  Canada  and  the  Ua* 
der  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  on 
the  subject  of  the  navigation  laws,  such 
portion  of  the  community  as  feel  interested 
in  the  preservation  of  the  navigation  laws 
feel  deeply  hurt  that  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters should  have  selected  those  correspon* 
deuces  from  Canada  which  tell  in  favour  of 
the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws,  and  kept 
back  correspondence  from  the  sister  colony 
of  New  Brunswick  which  is  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent character.  The  general  complaint 
is,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  think 
that  they  are  entitled,  in  laying  corre- 
spondence before  this  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  to  select  such  despatches 
only  as  tell  for  the  policy  of  which  they 
are  themselves  the  advocates.  It  is  be- 
cause the  noble  Lord  (Earl  Grey)  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Office,  has  avowed 
that  it  is  his  practice,  and  that  he  deems 
it  his  right,  to  lay  before  us  only  such 
of  the  correspondence  as  tells  for  his  argu- 
ment, that  the  public  at  large  have  become 
deeply  sensitive  on  this  subject.  Such  has 
been  the  course  in  this  case.  It  is  important 
that  this  House  and  the  country  should 
know  the  exact  state  of  feeling  in  the  colo- 
nies upon  these  subjects;  and  it  is  right 
also  that  the  country  should  know  the  exact 
state  of  this  matter  between  the  Canadian 
colonists  and  the  people  of  this  country  as 
regards  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws. 
When  the  Council  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
at  Montreal  humbly  reprimand  the  Go- 
vernor General  of  Canada  on  this  question, 
and  insist  upon  his  making  known  to  the 
Queen  and  Parliament  of  Great  Britain, 
that  unless  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  succeed  in  making  the  chan- 
nel of  commerce  of  the  St.  Lawrence  as 
cheap  as  the  channel  of  commerce  of  New 
York,  the  painful  consequence — to  use 
their  own  term — the  painful  consequence 
of  the  policy  of  this  country  in  withdraw- 
ing from  its  colonies  that  protection  to 
which  they  were  entitled,  will  be  most 
seriously  to  endanger  the  relation  between 
them  and  the  mother  country.     It  is  right 
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that  Pftrliament  should  at  least  have  laid 
before  them  the  whole  of  the  commuDica- 
tion  with  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Montreal 
on  this  subject;  and  I  must  say,  to  me  it 
does  seem  most  surprising,  that  the  Earl 
of  Elgin  and  Kincardine,  whose  habits  of 
business  are  so  well  known  and  so  well  ap- 
preciated, should  have  omitted  to  send  to 
the  Colonial  Office  a  copy  of  this  despatch. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  he  has  received 
instructions  to  send  home  only  such  des- 
patches as  tell  for  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  whether  it  is  in  consequence  of 
his  own  notions  only  that  he  has  omitted 
this  despatch;  or  whether  (as  I  am  inclined 
to  believe  is  the  fact)  the  despatch  was 
transmitted,  and  lost  on  its  way  to  this 
country  ?  Sir^  the  Government  may  feel 
that,  if  my  Motion  were  agreed  to  in  its 
present  shape,  the  Earl  of  Elgin  and  Kin- 
cardine might,  in  his  own  defence,  make 
some  statement  which  would  not  be  palat- 
able to  the  Government.  But  their  sensi- 
tiveness upon  this  point  is  the  very  reason 
why  I  ought  to  press  the  Motion  in  the 
terms  in  which  I  nave  framed  it.  Sir,  in 
making  this  Motion  I  cannot  help  entering 
into  some  few  observations  upon  the  char- 
acter of  this  correspondence.  Sir,  the  co- 
lonies tell  the  House,  in  terms  that  cannot 
be  very  well  misunderstood,  that  unless  the 
effect  of  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws 
should  be  to  put  the  cost  of  transit  by  the 
St.  Lawrence  upon  an  equal  footing  with 
the  cost  of  transit  by  way  of  New  York, 
the  result  must  necessarily  be  to  dissolve 
the  ties  which  connect  the  colonies  with 
the  mother  country.  Now,  Sir,  upon  re- 
ceiving memorials  to  that  effect,  what  sort 
of  answer  ought  to  have  been  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  ?  Why, 
it  seems  to  me  that  he  would  have  done 
his  duty  by  showing  he  could  possibly  so 
reduce  the  cost  of  transit  between  Montreal 
and  Great  Britain  as  to  put  it  upon  an 
equal  footing  with  the  cost  of  transit  be- 
tween New  York  and  this  country.  But, 
Sir,  what  is  the  answer  that  Earl  Grey 
makes  ?  Earl  Grey  states,  that  he  has  pre- 
sented these  memorials  and  these  petitions 
to  Her  Majesty,  and  that  they  have  been 
very  graciously  received;  and  on  the  7th 
of  July,  within  four  days,  as  far  as  my  re- 
collection serves  me,  of  the  time  when  it 
became  notorious  to  this  House  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  did  not  intend  to  pro- 
ceed with  their  measure  for  the  repeal  of 
the  navigation  laws — within  four  days  of 
the  time  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  for- 
mally announced  that  they  had  shelved  the 
VOL.  CI.    {JSHi 


repeal  of  the  navigation  laws.  Earl  Grey 
writes  to  Lord  Kincardine  to  say  that — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  hasten  to  assure  Earl 
Kincardine  that  Her  Majesty's  servants  are  fully 
sensible  of  the  extreme  importance  to  Canada,  of 
the  measure  which  is  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Legislature,  and  that  they  entertain  a  con- 
fident opinion  of  its  being  passed  into  a  law." 

On  the  7th  of  July  last.  Earl  Grey  states, 
that  the  Government  seriously  believe  and 
entertain  a  confident  opinion  and  hope  that 
this  measure  would  pass  this  Session.  Well, 
then.  Sir,  what  is  the  effect?  Why,  that 
Earl  Grey  counsels  the  Earl  of  Elgin  and 
Kincardine  to  excite  the  colonies  to  the  be- 
lief that  this  measure  for  the  repeal  of  the 
navigation  laws  will  be  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance to  the  colonies;  he  leads  them  to 
hope,  of  course,  that  all  their  sanguine  pre- 
dictions will  be  fulfilled;  and,  of  course, 
when  they  learn,  within  ten  days  after- 
wards, Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  aban- 
doned the  measure,  disappointment,  dis- 
satisfaction, and  discontent  must  prevail 
throughout  the  colonies.  But,  Sir,  I  main- 
tain that  it  was  the  duty  of  Earl  Grey,  in- 
stead of  encouraging  the  colonies  to  enter- 
tain this  vain  and  futile  hope,  that  any  com- 
petition could  put  a  colony  that  was  so  dis- 
advantageously  situated  by  climate  and 
position,  as  compared  with  New  York,  upon 
an  equal  footing  with  New  York,  it  was 
the  duty  of  Earl  Grey  to  show  that  no  re- 
peal of  the  navigation  laws  could  possibly 
give  to  the  Canadians  the  advantages  which 
were  set  forth.  Sir,  the  foundation  of  the 
real  complaint  and  grievance  is,  that  there 
are  great  fluctuations,  which  they  ascribe 
to  the  navigation  laws,  in  the  freights  that 
are  charged  upon  flour;  that  they  are  made 
inordinately  high;  that  for  four  years  they 
average  58.  Id.,  while  from  New  York  they 
average  only  2s,  Id,;  that  they  have  fluc- 
tuated to  the  extent  of  as  much  as  4^.  in 
the  year — all  of  which  is  ascribed  to  the 
navigation  laws.  Then,  Sir,  I  maintain 
that  Earl  Grey  should  have  observed  in 
answer  to  these  discontented  colonists,  that, 
in  supposing  that  the  average  freights  to 
New  York  were  2s.  Id.,  they  were  grossly 
deceived,  for  he  might  have  stated  to  them 
with  great  truth  that  which  he  might  have 
ascertained  from  the  secretary  of  the  Steam 
Packet  Company,  that  the  average  freight 
during  the  last  four  years  from  New  York 
has  not  been  2s.  Ic?.,  but  3s.  l^d.;  while 
I  find  that  the  fluctuation  in  the  amount  of 
freight  in  Canada,  as  compared  with  New 
York,  is  from  35.  6d,  to  75.  6c2.,  which  is 
the  gravamen  of  the  complaint  of  these 
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petitioners.  They  complain  that  the  fluctu- 
ations in  freight  hetween  New  York  and 
England  on  flour  is  from  2$,  9d,  to  8^.  6d. ; 
80  that  while  the  fluctuation  as  complained 
of  hj  the  Canadian  agriculturist  is  Ad.,  the 
fluctuation  in  freight  in  one  year,  between 
New  York  and  this  country,  on  flour,  amount- 
ed to  no  less  than  58.  9d.  So  that  how  can 
it  be  believed  that  the  repeal  of  the 
navigation  laws  is  to  secure  the  Cana- 
dians from  fluctuations  in  freight?  But, 
Sir,  Earl  Grey,  instead  of  exciting  the 
Canadian  colonists  to  entertain  hopes 
which  he  must  have  well  known  must  be 
speedily  disappointed  if  the  navigation 
laws  were  to  be  repealed— -Earl  Grey,  in- 
stead of  leading  them  to  suppose  that  the 
repeal  of  these  laws  would  put  them  upon 
an  equal  footing  with  the  merchants  and 
farmers  of  the  State  of  New  York,  should 
have  reminded  them  that  no  repeal  of  those 
laws  could  possibly  put  Montreal  upon  an 
equal  footing  with  New  York — that  no 
measures  of  legislation  could  put  one  coun- 
try upon  an  equal  footing  with  another 
with  regard  to  which  it  has  pleased  Provi- 
dence that  the  navigation  should  be  closed 
by  frost  during  five  months  out  of  the 
twelve — that  no  competition  could  pos- 
sibly put  Montreal  upon  an  equal  footing 
with  New  York,  when  Quebec,  which  is 
175  miles  lower  down  the  stream  than  Mon- 
treal, requires  a  voyage  of  ten  days,  one, 
and  fifteen  days  the  other,  more  than  is 
required  with  regard  to  the  former,  when 
it  requires  twenty  days  to  pass  from  New 
York  to  Portsmouth,  and  thirty  days,  I  un- 
derstand, as  an  average,  for  the  passage 
back  from  Portsmouth  to  New  York;  while 
the  average  voyage  from  Quebec  to  London^ 
is  forty-five  days,  and  the  average  voyage 
from  London  to  Quebec  fifty-five  days. 
But,  Sir,  there  are  other  difficulties.  It 
has  pleased  Providence  that  the  navigation 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  should  be  interrupted 
and  made  dangerous  not  only  by  shoals 
and  rapids,  but  by  fogs  and  snow  storms. 
The  result  of  this  is  that  not  only  are  from 
twenty  to  thirty  days  only  required  on  an 
average  aa  the  voyage  between  New  York 
and  London,  but  the  charge  of  insurance 
is  in  proportion  to  the  risks;  and  while  the 
insurance  to  New  York  averages  from  40*. 
to  60*.  per  cent,  the  insurance  from  Mon- 
treal, even  in  the  most  favourable  seasons, 
is  never  less  than  il.  per  cent;  thus  the 
insurance  rises  as  the  season  of  autumn 
approaches :  at  portions  of  the  year  it  rises 
from  6^.  to  9^.  per  cent;  in  the  month  of 
September  no  insurance  is  given,  except 


upon  the  most  extortionate  terms.  -  But 
there  are  also  other  expenses  that  no  le« 
gislation  can  remove;  and  they  are  these-^ 
that  the  tide  rising  and  falling  to  a  distance 
of  forty-five  milesb  eyond  Quebec,  renders 
it  necessary  for  ships  going  to  Montreal 
against  the  stream  to  go  to  the  expense  of 
employing  steam  tugs.  I  have  a  8tate« 
ment  of  the  cost  of  pilotage.  To  pilot  a 
ship  of  150  tons  will  cost  121.,  whilst  to 
pilot  the  same  ship  up  the  St.  Lawrence  to 
Montreal  and  back  again  will  cost  37i.  The 
cost  of  a  steam  tug  from  Quebec  to  Mon- 
treal is,  for  a  ship  of  400  tons,  701.,  and  to 
bring  her  back,  45/.  Well,  with  these  dif- 
ferent charges  and  insurances  it  would 
make  a  sum  total,  which  you  cannot  re- 
medy by  Act  of  Parliament,  equal  to  lOd,' 
per  barrel  upon  flour.  Then  setting  that 
length  of  voyage — setting  aside  the  differ* 
ence  between  the  position  at  St.  Law- 
rence and  Montreal,  and  the  fact  that  only 
two  voyages  can  be  made  in  the  year,  in-^ 
stead  of  three  which  can  be  made  from 
every  other  place,  how  is  it  possible  that 
by  any  legislation  with  the  system  of  re- 
peal of  the  navigation  laws — ^let  it  be  as 
successful  as  is  desired  by  the  most  san- 
guine of  those  who  hope  that  the  iron  hand 
of  competition  will  bring  down  everything 
to  the  lowest  point— how  is  it  possible  that 
you  can  place  the  cost  of  freight  to  Mon- 
treal upon  an  equal  footing  with  that  of 
New  York  ?  And  yet  you  have  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada  encouraging  the  colonies  to  belioTe 
that  these  ends  are  to  be  attained  by  the 
repeal  of  the  navigation  laws — encouraging 
them  only  to  be  disappointed.  If  you 
should  succeed  in  carrying  your  repeal  of 
the  navigation  laws,  after  a  short  inljprval 
fliey  will  come  to  you  and  say  that  your 
promised  boon,  which  was  to  put  the  pro- 
duce of  Western  Canada  upon  an  equal 
footing  with  the  produce  of  the  United 
States,  has  proved  entirely  worthless;  and^ 
then.  Sir,  they  will  say,  as  they  tell  you  in 
those  communications,  that  the  commer- 
cial union  between  the  Canadas  and  the 
United  States  must  be  drawn  closer,  and 
that  the  next  result  will  be,  that  they  will 
cast  off  their  connexion  with  the  mother 
country.  But,  Sir,  lot  me  ask  leave  to 
warn  these  colonies,  that  if  any  people  are 
to  suffer  by  a  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws, 
none  that  I  know  will  suffer  more  than 
these  very  colonies.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
statement  of  the  number  of  persons  en- 
gaged in  the  timber  trade  of  Quebec. 
There  are  fortj-^e  firms  poMOSsing  1,504 
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ships.  This  statement  shows  that  twenty* 
one  of  these  firms  are  hankrupt,  and  nine- 
teen others  are  ahont  to  stop  payment. 
Why,  Sir,  one  of  the  most  successful  trades 
in  Northern  Canada  has  heen  shiphuilding. 
Foreigners,  under  the  new  system,  will  at 
once  avail  themselves  of  that  wealthy 
hranch  of  Canadian  trade.  Well,  Sir, 
hut  what  do  the  Canadians  say?  They 
tell  you  that  as  long  as  the  fostering  po- 
licy of  this  country  was  maintained  towards 
the  colony  of  Canada,  they  had  no  reason 
to  complain  of  the  navigation  laws;  for  that 
fostering  policy,  which  admitted  the  flour 
of  Canada  upon  favoured  terms  into  this 
country,  more  than  fully  compensated  for 
any  disadvantages  she  might  he  supposed 
to  he  under  from  the  monopoly,  if  it  be 
monopoly,  arising  from  the  navigation  laws. 
But,  Sir,  the  object  of  ray  Motion  is  to  se- 
cure that  no  Governor  General — if  it  be 
the  object  of  the  Governor  General,  which 
I  cannot  help  doubting — that  no  Governor 
General,  and  no  Minister  connected  with 
the  Colonial  or  any  other  office  under  the 
Crown,  shall  presume  to  present  to  this 
House  partial  extracts  of  any  correspon- 
dence, or  shall  presume  to  lay  before  this 
House  information  connected  with  his  de- 
partment intended  for  the  purpose,  and 
calculated  not  to  tell  the  whole  truth,  and 
not  cast  light  upon  the  subject  in  question 
which  it  may  be  in  the  power  of  his  depart- 
ment to  throw  upon  it.  And  my  object  is 
to  learn  how  it  comes  about  that  the  Earl  of 
Elgin  and  Kincardine  is  treading  the  steps 
so  condemned  by  the  public  at  large,  name- 
ly, that  adopted  by  the  Colonial  Office,  of 
laying  before  Parliament  only  so  much  in- 
formation as  favours  its  own  particular 
views  of  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  proposing  his  Motion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary  or  convenient, 
at  this  time,  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
whether  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws 
would  or  would  not  be  useful  to  Canada,  or 
whether  it  would  answer  the  objects  which 
the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade  have  in  view. 
1  think  that  such  a  discussion  will  far  bet- 
ter take  place  when  any  measure  with  re- 
gard to  the  navigation  laws  is  proposed. 
The  only  question,  as  I  understand  the 
noble  Lord  on  this  occasion,  is  for  an  ad- 
dress for  what  has  been  omitted  in  the 
correspondence  now  before  the  House. 
The  objection  to  the  noble  Lord's  Motion 
is  simply  this,  that  his  Motion  appears  to 
convey  an  incorrect  notion  of  the  facts  of 
the  case.   Any  person  reading  this  address 


for  what  had  not  been  laid  before  the 
House,  would  suppose  that  Lord  Elgin  had 
been  to  blame  in  not  sending  the  corre<» 
spondence  which  had  taken  place  between 
the  Provincial  Secretary  of  Canada  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade;  and  that  he  ought  to  be  repri- 
manded for  that  neglect,  and  ordered  to 
send  the  correspondence  forthwith.  Now, 
the  fact  is,  that  on  the  31st  of  May,  Lord 
Elgin  writes  a  despatch  to  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Grey,  in  which  he  informs  him  that 
a  correspondence  has  taken  place,  and  that 
there  are  memorials  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  which  he  sends  for  the  con- 
sideration of  my  noble  Friend.  This  cor- 
respondence consists,  besides  the  memo- 
rial, of  a  letter  of  the  President  of  the 
Montreal  Board  of  Trade,  in  answer  to  the 
Provincial  Secretary.  In  answer,  the  Pro- 
vincial Secretary  reproves  the  President  of 
the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade  for  the  par- 
ticular expression  in  the  original  letter,  in 
which  he  said  that  unless  the  navigation  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  was  to  be  made  free  to  the 
United  States,  the  inevitable  result  would 
be  the  dissolving  of  the  ties  which  connect 
the  latter  with  the  mother  country.  Now, 
it  appears  that  after  this  reply  was  written, 
there  was  another  answer  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade,  de- 
fending the  expression  which  had  been 
originally  used.  Lord  Elgin  wrote  on  the 
31st.  Whether  it  was  that  he  had  not 
received  that  reply  at  the  same  time  when 
the  despatch  was  sent,  or  whether  he  con- 
sidered it  to  be  of  no  great  importance,  I 
am  sure  1  know  not;  but  1  know  I  consider 
that  the  matter  is  of  very  little  importance. 
fHe  would  not  oppose  the  Motion  if  the 
terms  were  so  altered  as  not  to  imply  any 
blame  upon  Lord  Elgin. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  In  asking  leave 
to  withdraw  my  Motion,  I  may  perhaps  be 
allowed  to  correct  a  mistake  into  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  fallen.  There  is  one  de- 
spatch from  Lord  Elgin,  dated  the  15th  of 
June.  The  omission  of  which  I  complain 
is  in  a  paper  dated  the  8th  of  June,  and 
was  published  in  the  newspapers  on  the 
13th  of  Jime,  and  it  arrived  simultaneously 
with  that  dated  the  15th  of  June.  So  far 
as  to  the  noble  Lord's  dates.  The  noble 
Lord  is  also  under  a  mistake  in  stating 
that  the  communication  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade  was  writ- 
ten by  that  person  ex  mere  motu,  and  con- 
tained merely  the  expression  of  his  own 
opinion.  Such  is  not  the  case.  The  Se- 
cretary wrote  by  direction  of  the  Montreal 
F2 
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Board  of  Trade,  which  is  quite  a  different 
thing,  and  that  hoard  ordered  this  commu- 
nication to  the  Earl  of  Elgin  after  eleren 
days'  consideration. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  should  not 
object  to  the  Motion  heiug  withdrawn  ex- 
cept that  they  would  have  another  Motion 
made  on  the  Amendment  that  the  House 
go  into  a  Committee  of  Supply.  He  must, 
therefore,  request  that  the  Motion  be  ne- 
gatived. 

Amendment  negatived. 

SUPPLY— THE  NEW  HOUSES  OF 
PARLIAMENT. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

The  first  grant  proposed  was  30,000^ 
for  defraying  the  necessary  expenses  of 
the  New  Houses  of  Parliament  from  the 
31st  of  March,  1848,  to  the  31st  of  March, 
1849. 

Sir.  H.  WILLOUGHBY  said,  the  Le- 
gislature had  already  voted  no  less  a  sum 
than  945,0002.,  not  including  the  grant  of 
the  present  year.  The  whole  sum,  as  re- 
garded money  paid  or  agreed  to  be  paid, 
up  to  the  31st  of  March,  1848.  on  these 
houses,  amounted  to  1,021,0102.  The 
whole  sum  which  had  actually  been  granted 
by  the  Legislature  was  945,0002.,  leaving 
a  balance  agreed  to  be  paid  of  76,010. 
The  question  he  wished  to  put  to  the  Com- 
mittee was  whether  the  sum  which  they 
were  now  called  upon  to  vote  was  sufficient 
to  defray  the  expenses,  including  this  bal- 
ance. From  what  had  been  done,  and  from 
what  was  to  be  done,  and  judging  from  the 
amount  expended,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
those  new  Houses  of  Parliament  would  cost 
the  country  at  least  2,000,0002. 

Viscount  MORPETH  said,  it  was  true 
that  945,0002.  had  been  already  voted. 
Besides  this  50,0002.  more  had  been  issued 
this  year  on  the  understanding  that  votes 
would  be  taken  in  account.  Very  nearly 
the  sum  of  1,000,0002.  had  been  already 
expended  on  the  undertaking.  It  was 
also  true  that  1,021,0102.  had  been  paid 
or  agreed  to  be  paid.  If  the  Commit- 
tee agreed  to  the  sum  now  asked  for,  it 
would  make  in  the  whole  120,0002.  during 
the  present  year,  of  which  sum  there  would 
be  spent  50,0002.  between  the  present  time 
and  the  31st  of  March,  1849.  20,0002. 
had  been  contracted  for,  50,0002.  had  been 
spent,  and  50,0002.  more,  as  lie  had  al- 
ready said,  remained  to  be  laid  out  ou  the 
building. 

-  Mb.  OSBORNE  thought  the  course  pur- 
sued by  th9  (jOYernment  was  unwise,  inju- 


dicious, and  calculated  to  increase  the  ex* 
penditure.  He  would  wish  to  know  some- 
thing about  the  rate  of  remuneration  to  be 
paid  to  the  architect. 

Mr.  H.  DRUMMOND  begged  to  caU 
attention  to  the  Victoria  Tower.  It  would 
not  be  safe  to  carry  up  that  tower  more 
than  thirty  feet  a  year.  But,  in  reference 
to  the  New  Houses,  the  Select  Committee 
had  required  two  impossible  things  to  be 
done.  In  the  first  case  they  required  that 
all  the  apartments  should  be  fire-proof, 
and  that  they  must  be  insulated.  In  the 
next  place,  they  were  to  be  ventilated; 
but  this  they  could  not  be  if  they  were  in- 
sulated. It  was,  however,  important  that 
they  should  refuse  to  advance  a  farthing 
until  a  board  had  been  appointed  who 
should  be  responsible  for  the  expendi- 
ture. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  sum  of  4,0502. 
be  granted  for  certain  works  and  build- 
ings in  the  Isle  of  Man, 

Mr.  HUME  objected,  and  the  Commit- 
tee divided  : — Ayes  71;  Noes  14  :  Major- 
ity 57. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Brown,  W.  Salwey,  Col. 

CIay»  J.  Thicknesse,  R.  A. 

Cobden,  R.  Thompson,  Col. 

Dick,  Q.  Thompson,  G. 

Ewart,  W.  Thornely,  T. 
Greene,  J. 

Osborne,  R.  tbllbiui. 

Munti,  G.  F.  Hume,  J. 

Kershaw,  J.  Bowring,  Dr. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  a  sum  of  23,1 67 ^ 
be  granted  for  repairing  Public  Building^^ 
&c.,  in  Ireland. 

Dr.  bowring  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  this  vote,  to  which 
he  strongly  objected,  as  he  considered  that 
if  there  was  any  department  which  required 
special  control,  it  was  the  department  of 
public  works  in  Ireland, 

Mr.  GOULBURN  could  assure  thehon. 
Gentleman  that  as  strict  a  control  was  ex- 
ercised over  the  expenditure  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  as  over  that  of  any  public  de- 
partment of  this  country.  He  noticed  an 
item  in  this  vote  of  900^  for  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic chapel,  proposed  to  be  built  for  the 
Royal  Hibernian  Military  School;  and  he 
feared  that  if  this  design  were  carried  out, 
it  would  lead  to  much  dissension. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  sum  be  22,2671  :— Ayes  12; 
Noes  103 :  Majority  91. 
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List  of  the  Ayes. 

ArchdaU,  Capt. 

Hood,  Sir  A. 

Arkwright,  G. 

Law,  hon.  0.  E 

Bright,  J. 

Lushington,  G. 

Broadley,  H. 

Waddington,  D. 

CampbeU,  hon.  W.  F. 

Dick,  Q. 

TELLERS. 

Duncan,  G. 

Spoonep,  R. 

Hamilton,  G.  A. 

Napier,  E. 

Original  question  again  put, 

Mr.  SPOONER  objected  to  the  item  of 
2,685{.  for  the  repair  and  maintenance  of 
Maynooth  College,  on  the  ground  that  the 
repairs  of  that  college  had  been  provided 
for  by  the  grant  of  30,000^.  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  giren  by  the  Maynooth  Act. 
He  moved  that  the  sum  of  2fiS5l.  be 
struck  out  of  the  estimate. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  sum  be  20,48H.  19«.  3d.  -.—Ayes 
38;  Noes  109  :  Majority  71. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adair,  H.  E. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bright,  J. 
Broadley,  U. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Christy,  S. 
Dick,  Q. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Drummond,  H. 
Duncan,  G. 
Ewart,  W. 
FitxGerald,  W.  R. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hardoastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
JoUiflfo,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Miles,  W. 
Morgan,  0. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Pearson,  C. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Waddington,  D. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
WiUcox,  B.  M. 

TELLERS. 

Spooner,  R. 
Napier,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 

Eariof 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Barkly,  H. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bellew.  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
BUckaU,  S.  W. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Buller,  C. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Clay,  J. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 


Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Fagan,  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Godson,  R. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Greene,  J. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G, 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Hawes,  B. 


Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Hey  wood,  J. 
Hobhou8e,rt.hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascellos,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
MUner,  W.  M.  E. 
MitcheU,  T.  A. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Brien,  T. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Osborne,  R. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 


Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutheriiird,  A. 
Scully,  F. 

Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelburne,  Eariof 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Simeon,  J. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.}R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,rt.  hn.  SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Tufoell,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


Original  question  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  42,7002.  be  granted 
for  salaries  and  expenses  in  the  department 
of  the  TreasuiT, 

Mr.  OSBORNE  did  not  know  that  thero 
was  much  use  in  Junior  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury. The  Committee  recommended  that 
they  should  be  reduced  to  three.  But  he 
rose  to  make  an  inquiry  respecting  the 
Assistant  Secretary;  it  was  understood 
that  2,5001  had  been  given  to  Sir  C. 
Trevelyan  for  his  exertions  during  the 
Irish  famine,  in  addition  to  his  salary. 
Out  of  what  fund  was  this  grant  taken  ? 
No  public  money  ought  to  be  given  to  a 
public  officer  without  the  sanction  of  the 
House  being  asked. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  were  of  the 
very  greatest  use  in  conducting  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Treasury.  However,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (the  Earl  of 
Shelburne)  having  resigned,  it  had  been 
determined,  in  compliance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee,  not  to  fill  up 
the  vacancy.  With  regard  to  Sir  C.  Tre- 
velyau,  the  case  was  an  exceptional  one; 
but  his  services  on  the  extraordinary  emer- 
gency alluded  to  were  so  very  great  that 
it  had  been  thought  right  to  make  a  Tre»- 
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sury  minute  awarding  him  2,500?.  The 
item  would  be  found  in  the  account  of 
"civil  contingencies'*  laid  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI,  while  readily  acknow- 
ledging the  great  services  rendered  by  this 
Gentleman,  could  not  forget  that  the  Or- 
der of  the  Bath  had  been  conferred  upon 
him — a  reward  bestowed  as  for  services 
which  could  not  be  paid  for  by  a  pecuniary 
grant.  The  vote  of  2,500?.  was  surely 
conceived  in  rather  bad  taste;  and  a,preux 
chevalier,  like  Sir  C.  Trevelyan,  bearing 
his  blushing  honours,  might  well  be  sup- 
posed to  recoil  from  receiving  an  extra 
year's  salary. 

Mb.  SPOONER  considered  that  the 
Government  had  no  right  to  reward  any 
public  servant,  however  great  and  merito- 
rious his  services  might  be,  without  coming 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  stating  his 
services,  and  letting  the  reward  come  from 
the  House  and  not  from  the  Minister  him- 
self.    It  was  a  dangerous  principle. 

Mr.  bright  asked  from  what  fund 
the  money  was  paid  ?  Was  it  from  the 
fund  voted  for  the  relief  of  Irish  distress  ? 
If  it  was,  it  might  be  a  necessary  salary 
for  distributing  that  relief.  He  also  wished 
to  have  an  explanation  with  regard  to  the 
sum  of  8,650?.,  which  was  distributed 
umong  the  officers  and  crews  employed  in 
the  service  of  Ireland  during  the  period  of 
oifitresB 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER had  stated  before  that  the  former 
Bum  was  paid  out  of  the  civil  contingen- 
cies, and  that  the  other  was  contained  in 
the  estimates  then  before  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  condemned  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  this  mat- 
ter. It  was  their  duty  to  have  sub- 
mitted a  vote  to  the  House;  not  to  have 
taken  on  themselves  to  reward  a  public 
servant.  If  there  was  one  rule  connected 
with  the  public  service  which  more  than 
another  ought  to  be  scrupulously  observed, 
it  was  this,  that  the  salary  of  a  public  offi- 
cer, more  especially  if  he  were  of  high 
rank,  ought  to  cover  all  the  services  which 
he  might  be  called  upon  to  render.  Any 
departure  f]?om  that  rule  must  be  danger- 
ous. The  particular  payment  to  Sir  C. 
Trevelyan  was  not  even  mentioned  in  the 
estimates  before  the  Committee.  All  that 
the  estimates  stated  was,  that  4,045?.  were 
required  on  account  of  services  performed 
in  connexion  with  the  distress  in  Scotlind 
and  Ireland.  Who  could  suppose  that  a 
single  charge  to  the  amount  of  2,500{. 


was  included  in  what  appeared  to  be  an 
aggregate  of  small  items  ?  If  it  had  not 
been  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
the  House  would  have  known  nothing  of 
the  matter. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject had  been  referred  to  in  the  report  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  on  the  civil  con- 
tingencies; and  therefore  the  House  was 
not  indebted  exclusively  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  for  the  notice  of  it. 
The  Government  thought  that  the  ser- 
vices of  Sir  C.  Trevelyan  were  deserving 
of  reward;  and  the  question  was,  whether 
they  should  bestow  the  reward  during  the 
recess,  or  wait  until  Parliament  met,  and 
then  propose  it.  They  decided  on  the  for- 
mer course. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  begged  to  say,  that 
he  had  laboured  with  Sir  C.  Trevelyan 
for  many  years,  and  was  deeply  im- 
pressed with  the  value  of  his  services; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that,  whether  he 
had  applied  his  talents  to  the  ordinary 
business  of  the  Treasury  or  to  the  extra- 
ordinary business  of  the  famine  of  Ireland, 
he  had  done  so  in  a  manner  to  entitle  him 
to  the  cordial  approbation  both  of  Govern- 
ment and  of  Parliament;  and  if  he  (Mr. 
Goulburn)  said  anything  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  remuneration  had  been  granted 
to  him,  it  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
paraging Sir  C.  Trevelyan *s  services  or 
doing  him  dishonour,  but  from  a  feeling 
that  the  honour  due  to  him  had  not  been 
properly  paid.  According  to  all  precedent 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  to  hare 
fixed  the  amount  of  Sir  C.  Trevelyan 's 
remuneration;  and  the  House  had  just 
reason  to  complain  that  they  had  not  been 
asked  to  do  so.  With  respect  to  the  other 
question,  of  the  abolition  of  one  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  he  begged  to  say,  that  he 
entertained  an  opinion  entirely  at  variance 
with  that  expressed  by  the  Committee. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  however 
Sir  C.  Trevelyan  might  have  employed  his 
intelligence,  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
were  responsible  for  his  acts.  The  Public 
Works  Act  was  adopted  after  several  meet- 
ings of  the  Cabinet  with  Lord  Besborough; 
and  whatever  errors  might  have  been  com- 
mitted, the  Government  were  to  blame  for 
them.  Sir  C.  Trevelyan  stated  in  his 
evidence  that  he  worked  three  hours  be- 
fore breakfast;  that  he  then  went  to  the 
Treasury,  where  he  worked  all  day;  and 
that  the  pressure  upon  him  was  sucn,  that 
he  wondered  that  he  had  been  able  to  get 
through  it  alive.     If  the  Government  had 
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dono  wrong  in  including  the  Yote  in  the 
civil  contingencies,  he  hoped  that  their 
error  would  not  he  visited  upon  one  of  the 
most  intelligent  and  lahorious  officers  that 
he  had  ever  known. 

Mb.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  he  must  really 
recall  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
question  before  it,  with  which  he  would  not 
consent  to  mix  up  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  The  question  was,  whe- 
ther a  certain  sum  of  money  should  have 
been  given  to  this  officer,  from  any  fund 
whatever,  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  He  thought  that  the  whole  trans- 
action was  illegal. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  August  15, 1848. 

IfriruTBfl.]  Public  BrLLS.— 1*  Steam  Navigation  i  Ai- 
leMkmable  Manors  Commissionen  (Duchiea  of  Corawall 
and  Lancaster). 

Beported,^CooMUhu]»xy  Poroe  (Ireland)  t  Parliamentary 
Eleetors;  Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland);  Proclamations  on 
Fines  (Court  of  Common  Pleas) ;  Churches. 

9*  and  passed: — UnlawAii  Oaths  Acts  (Ireland)  (Continu- 

an«e  and  Amendment) ;  Militia  Ballots  Sunpension. 
PvriTioNS  Prksbittko.  Prom  King's  Sutton*  and  several 
other  Places,  against  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sundays. — Prom  Hslftnorton,  North  Uist,  and  several 
other  Places,  for  Faciliteting  the  Attainment  of  Sites  for 
Churches  (Scotland).— From  the  Parishes  of  St.  Maryle- 
bone,  and  St.  Luke,  for  the  Prevention  of  Sunday 
Trading.— From  Parish  Schoolmasters  within  the  Pres- 
bytery of  Cupar,  for  the  Improvement  of  Parish  Schools 
of  Scotland. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  BILL. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  moved  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Commons'  Amendments  to  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Puhlic  Health 
Bill,  and  after  stating  the  amendments 
made  by  the  Commons  to  their  Lordships' 
amendments,  the  noble  Lord  said  that  it 
was  for  their  Lordships  to  choose  whether 
they  would  waive  their  amendments,  or 
throw  out  this  Bill.  There  was  no  alter- 
native :  it  was  hopeless  to  insist  on  their 
Lordships'  amendments.  He  trusted  that 
their  Lordships  would  show  an  example  of 
moderation  and  forbearance;  and,  for  the 
sake  of  the  safety  of  the  Bill,  that  they 
would  agree  to  what  the  Commons  had 
proposed,  and  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
amendments  which  they  had  accepted, 
waiving  those  which  they  had  rejected. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  after  what  had  taken  place  in  this 
House,  their  Lordships  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that  their  amendments  would  have  re- 


ceived the  support  of  a  united  Government 
in  the  other  House.  He  supported  the 
propriety  of  the  amendments,  which,  he 
said,  had  been  adopted  with  the  best  in- 
tentions. He  objected  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Commons,  as  they  might  lead  to 
jobbing  in  the  local  boards.  He  deeply 
regretted  what  had  passed  as  to  this  Bill; 
but  at  the  same  time  he  would  not,  on  his 
part,  even  if  he  had  the  hope  of  inducing 
their  Lordships  to  agree  with  him  in  re- 
jecting any  of  these  amendments,  give  the 
House  of  Commons  an  excuse  for  rejecting 
this  Bill.  The  Bill  was  not  what  it  ought 
to  be;  it  was  not  what  he  trusted  it  would 
be,  but  it  was  still  a  great  public  good,  and 
they  should  not  have,  through  him,  the 
excuse  of  depriving  the  public  of  it. 

The  Maequess  of  LANSDOWNE 
agreed  that  it  was  necessary  to  waive  their 
Lordships'  amendments,  at  the  same  time 
regretting  that  the  Commons  had  not  ac- 
ceded to  them.  He  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  entertained  a  strong 
hope  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
have  waived,  as  regarded  this  Bill,  that 
portion  of  their  privileges  which,  although 
sacred  in  many  constitutional  respects, 
were  impediments  in  matters  of  this  kind. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  of  all  the 
clauses  in  the  Bill  he  considered  that  ref- 
lating to  the  consumption  of  smoke  to  have 
undergone  the  greatest  care;  and  he  very 
much  regretted  its  rejection  by  the  Uom^ 
mens.  The  clause  had  been  introduced 
by  the  Committee  upstairs,  with  the  full 
sanction  of  Her  Majesty's  Government;  he 
therefore  thought  the  Government  were  to 
blame  for  having  allowed  it  to  be  struck 
out  by  the  Commons.  The  reason  assigned 
for  its  rejection  was  the  reverse  of  the  fact, 
namely,  that  it  was  the  subject  of  separate 
legislation.  Every  attempt  to  make  it  so 
had  failed;  while,  on  the  contrary,  as  a 
subject  in  conuexion  with  other  measures 
it  had  always  succeeded.  In  Liverpool, 
Manchester,  Leeds,  and  Derby,  the  enact* 
ment  had  been  applied;  why,  therefore,  it 
should  be  excluded  from  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  he  could  not  understand.  It  was 
essentially  a  poor  man's  question,  for  the 
weavers  of  this  town  were  obliged  to  work 
from  morning  till  night  with  every  window 
of  their  small  rooms  closed,  because  the 
smoke  which  came  from  the  neighbouring 
factories  injured  their  work.  The  parties 
who  were  against  the  abolition  of  this  nuis- 
ante  were  the  ffreat  chimney  owners. 
They  were  a  small  class,  but  a  very  im- 
portant one.    If,  however,   the  Goyem- 
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inent  gave  way  to  that  influence,  there 
would  be  no  chance  of  any  measure  on  this 
subject  being  carried.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  assent  to  the  reintroduc- 
tion  of  the  clause. 

Lord  PORTMAN  regretted  as  much  as 
his  noble  Friend,  that  these  clauses  had  I 
been  rejected  by  the  Commons.  He  thought,  I 
howevei",  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  risk 
such  a  Bill,  by  pressing  this  clause  at  such  ! 
a  late  period  of  the  Session.     He  trusted  j 
that  at  an  early  period  of  the  next  Session  | 
a  Bill  would  be  introduced  to  remedy  this  ' 
evil,  and  which  he  hoped  would  prove  suc- 
cessful. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  feelings  of  regret  which  had 
been  expressed,  that  the  Commons  had  re- 
jected the  amendments  introduced  by  their 
Lordships. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  used  every  exertion  to  carry 
these  amendments;  but  they  had  been  un- 
successful, in  consequence  of  the  irregular 
combination  of  parties  against  them.  It 
was  not  until  the  Government  saw  that 
there  was  no  chance  of  success  that  they 
were  induced  to  abandon  all  hope  of  carry- 
ing these  amendments.  He  trusted,  how- 
ever, that  they  would  be  carried  into  effect 
at  some  future  period.  He  was  glad  to 
find^the  unanimity  which  prevailed  as  to 
the  course  to  be  pursued  by  their  Lord- 
ships; and  he  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Redesdale)  would  not  persist  in  his 
proposal,  but  take  the  judicious  advice  of 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough). 
This  Bill  was  not  now  so  perfect  or  bene- 
ficial as  it  might  be,  still  it  contained  many 
most  beneficial  enactments. 

The  Earl  of  PE  S ART  expressed  a  hope 
that  some  arrangement  would  take  place 
so  as  to  put  the  privileges  of  both  Houses 
on  a  better  footing  than  they  now  were,  as 
many  of  them  were  productive  of  great  in- 
convenience. 

Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendments  disagreed  to  by  the 
Commons  not  insisted  on. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  August  15,  1848, 

MiNUTKB.]    Public  Bills.— {<>  Controverted  Electioni; 

Local  Acts;  Commons  Inclosure  (No.  2). 
Reported.-^Mmtia,    Pay  t     Out    Pensioners;     ParoAlal 

Debt  and  Audit;  Sheep,  Aec.,  Importation  Prohibition. 
3°  and  passed: — Steam  Navigation. 
PsTiTMivs  Pbbmntid.    Bj  Mr.  George  Hamilton,  from 


the  Protestant  Inhabitants  of  the  United  Parishes  of 
Oraey  and  Ballindoon,  in  the  County  of  Galway,  Ibr 
Encouragement  to  Schools  in  Connexion  with  theChureh 
Education  Society  (Ireland).— Prom  the  Clergy  of  ttie 
Diocese  of  Elphin,  Ireland,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  Law  (Ireland). 

PAROCHIAL  DEBT  AND  AUDIT  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  for  bringing  up  the  Re- 
port, 

Mr.  C.  BULLER  stated,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  had  been  much  misunder- 
stood. It  did  not  increase  the  power  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commission,  or  aggravate 
the  severity  of  the  present  law.  On  the 
contrary,  it  limited  the  one,  and  decreased 
the  other.  Its  object  was,  in  fact,  to  au- 
thorise certain  payments  of  the  boards  of 
guardians  not  allowed  by  the  strict  letter 
of  the  existing  poor-law.  The  present 
system  of  auditing  had  had  the  effect  of 
making  the  law  unduly  stringent  upon  this 
head.  The  fourth  clause  was  the  most 
important  one  in  the  Bill,  giving,  as  it  did, 
power  to  the  Commissioners  to  hear  and 
decide  on  appeals  with  reference  to  allow- 
ances and  disallowances,  and  to  decide 
upon  the  merits  of  each  individual  case. 
He  had  received  from  all  parts  of  the  county 
general  expressions  of  satisfaction  at  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  the  prospect 
they  held  out  of  mitigating  many  of  the 
severities  complained  of  under  the  present 
law. 

Report  received. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  there 
being  only  thirty  Members  present. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  August  16,  1848. 

MfNUTKB.]  PuBUc  Bf LL8.^-lo  Unlftwful  Oftths  (Irdmid)  i 
Chancery  Proceedings  Regulation. 

y*  Labouring  Poor  (Ireland). 

BtportetL—Sheep,  &c.  Contagious  Diseases  PreventkMi. 

30  and  passed :— Militia  Pay;  Out  Pensioners;  Sbeip, 
&a.  Importation  ProhibiUon ;  Tithe  Rent  Charge^  &ie. 
(Ireland)  (No.  S). 
PBTiTioNe  PiiBSKNTKD.  By  Sir  R.  H.  Tnglls,  fram  the 
Town  of  Youghal.  and  its  Vicinity,  for  dedarfng  the 
Agiution  for  Repeal  of  the  Union  with  Ireland  to  be 
High  Treason.— By  Lord  Alfred  Hervey,  from  InhaM* 
tantt  of  Brighton,  for  Adoption  of  Vote  by  BaUoC-^ 
By  Sir  R.  H.  Inglis,  from  the  Village  of  Wolvey,  War* 
wickshire,  for  Discouragement  of  Idolatry  in  India.— 
By  Mr.  Octavius  Dunoombe,  from  the  Township  of 
Hawes,  Yorkshire,  for  a  Better  Obseryaoce  of  the  Loid'a 
Day.— By  Mr.  Pole  Carew,  fh>m  several  Persona  eon* 
nected  with  the  Mines  in  Cornwall,  against  the  Copper 
and  Lead  Duties  Bill.— By  Mr.  Cobden,  from  the  InhaU- 
tanU  of  Henley-upon-Thames,  Oxford,  in  favour  of  a  R^ 
vision  of  TazaUon.— By  Mr.  Spooner,  from  the  Tnutees 
of  the  Rugby  Charity,  for  Eremption  from  the  Charitable 
Trust  Regulations  Bill.— By  Dr.  Bowring.  from  Inhabi- 
tants of  Heywood,  Lancashire,  in  Csvour  of  Secular  Edu- 
cation.—By  Mr.  Cardwell,  from  the  Proprietors  of  Bed^ 
ford  New  Mllb.  in  the  Parish  of  Leigh,  Lanoashire,  for 
an  AUeratioB  of  the  Fadoriei  Aet.— By  Mr.  Ctailitf» 
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ftom  Akmutar  bbbter,  for  Inquiry  Into  Uie  Conduct  of 
the  Hudaon't  Bay  Company.— By  Mr.  Cobden,  from 
Robert  MacTaggart,  late  Schoolmaster  under  the  Poor 
Law  Board  at  Norwood  Pauper  Industrial  School,  for 
Inquiry  respecting  his  Case. — By  Sir  W.  Somerville,  firom 
John  Classon,  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  for  Licensing  the 
Omnibus  Carriages  of  that  City.— By  Mr.  Hume,  from 
Frederick  William  Campin,  of  210,  Strand,  for  Alteration 
of  the  Law  respecting  Patents.— By  Mr.  G.  Hamilton, 
ftom  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocese  of  Elphin,  Ireland,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Octa- 
vious  Duncorobe,  from  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the 
Helmsley  Union,  Yorlcshire.  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  BilL— By  Mr.  William  Lock- 
hart,  flrom  the  Presbytery  of  Hamilton,  Lanarkshire, 
against  the  Registering  Births,  ho.  (Scotland)  BilL 

SHEEP,    Ac,    IMPORTATION    PROHIBI- 
TION BILL. 

On  the  Motion  for  the  Third  Reading  of 
this  Bill, 

Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK  could 
not  hut  take  occasion  to  offer  his  thanks 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  indeed,  it 
would  he  the  height  of  ingratitude  on  his 
part  did  he  not,  in  the  name  of  the  farmers 
of  England,  render  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  his  and  their  thanks  for — and  con- 
gratulations on  the  courage  with  which  he 
had  come  forward  to  take  this — the  first 
retrogressive  step — this,  the  first  step  to- 
wards the  repeal  of  their  free-trade  mea- 
sures. The  House  would  not  forget  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Memher  for 
Tamworth,  the  source  whence  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  nohle  Lord  oppo- 
site derived  their  commercial  policy,  had  at 
a  time  when  mutton  was  7d,  per  pound, 
thought  it  right  to  admit  duty  free  the 
sheep  of  Germany  as  a  henefit  and  a  hoon 
to  the  poor  people  of  this  country.  But 
what  had  heen  the  consequence?  Only 
]  00,000  or  120,000  sheep  had  heen  im- 
ported  in  the  course  of  two  years — in  fact, 
ahout  two  days'  supply  for  Smithfield 
market,  and  now  in  the  second  year  of 
free  trade,  they  found  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters obliged  to  come  forward  with  a  mea- 
sure prohibiting  the  importation  of  the 
agricultural  produce  of  foreign  countries. 
And  why  ?  Because  the  great  hoon  of 
free  trade  had  been  the  means  of  importing 
into  this  country  a  foul,  fatal,  and  con- 
tagious disease,  which,  as  they  were  told 
on  the  high  authority  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westbury,  had  ravaged  the  flocks  of 
Germany  for  many  years,  and  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  authority  of  the  inspector  of 
sheep  at  Norwich,  was  unknown  in  Eng- 
land until  September  last — a  disease  so 
fatal  in  its  consequences  that  the  inspector 
in  question  stated  that  in  no  instance  less 
than  25  per  cent,  and  iu  many  cases  up- 


wards of  80  per  cent,  of  the  sheep  at- 
tacked were  destroyed — a  disease  by  which 
one  farmer  lost  eight  score  of  sheep  in 
four  days,  and  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
no  less  than  1,800 — a  disease  so  fatal 
that  he  could  not,  \ke  repeated,  but  be 
deeply  grateful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  stepping  forward  to  put  a  stop,  if 
possible,  to  its  ravages.  The  scientific 
name  of  the  disorder  in  question,  was,  he 
understood,  the  variolum  ovjna;  but  it  had 
acquired  a  more  popular,  though  less  clas- 
sic denomination — as,  instead  of  being  li- 
terally translated  *•  sheep's  small  pox," 
it  was  known  by  the  last  monosyllable  of 
the  phrase,  to  which,  however,  had  been 
appended  by  the  grateful  farmers,  in  order 
to  insure  the  appellation  being  duly  dis- 
tinctive, the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Tamworth.  Well,  so 
extremely  virulent  was  this  disorder — ^he 
need  not  give  it  its  popular  agricultural 
name — that,  after  it  had  broken  out 
amongst  a  flock,  the  hurdles  within  which 
they  had  been  bent,  would  communicate 
the  contagion  for  weeks  or  months  to  any 
healthy  sheep  which  might  come  in  con- 
tact with  them.  He  had  now,  then,  to 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  this 
first  step  towards  the  repeal  of  his  free- 
trade  measures,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not 
be  the  last  which  he  would  bring  forward 
in  order  to  render  nugatory  those  free- 
trade  acts  which  had  been  productive  6f  so 
much  alarm  and  so  much  mischief. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  acknowledged 
that  a  compliment  proceeding  from  the 
noble  Lord  was  so  rare  that  it  certainly 
came  upon  his  ears  with  a  pleasing  sound ; 
and  if  in  this  instance  he  could  honestly  ac- 
cept it,  he  would  be  happy  to  do  so.  But  he 
did  not  think  that  the  noble  Lord  was  jus- 
tified in  saying  that  he  had  shown  any  cou- 
rage in  departing  from  the  principles  of  free 
trade  when  he  introduced  this  Bill — not 
the  most  ardent  free-trader  would  contend 
that  free  trade  implied  the  admission  of 
diseased  stock,  or  of  articles,  whether 
living  or  dead,  which  would  be  likely  to 
spread  contagion  or  generate  disease.  He 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  saying  that 
he  had  recently  received  from  our  consuls 
abroad  valuable  statistical  information  on 
this  subject,  to  which  he  wished  the  at- 
tention of  the  agricultural  public  to  be  di- 
rected. The  general  impression  among 
our  consuls  was,  that  the  only  real  way  of 
checking  the  progress  of  the  disease  was 
by  inoculation.  Every  other  way  was  in- 
eifectual ;  but  inoculation  was  found  to  re- 
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duce  the  rate  of  mortality  to  a  very  small 
amount.  There  was  a  prejudice  among 
yeterinarj  surgeons  against  inoculation, 
he  helieved ;  hut  in  foreign  countries, 
where  they  had  the  benefit — if  it  could  he 
called  a  benefit — of  experience,  the  uni- 
versal conclusion  was,  that  inoculation  was 
the  only  real  preventive  against  the  spread 
of  the  contagion. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

SUPPLY— INTERVENTION  IN  ITALY. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  question  that  57,500^.  be  granted 
to  complete  the  amount  required  for  the 
Balaries  and  expenses  of  the  Foreign  De- 
partment, being  proposed, 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said :  Whatever  may 
he  the  justice  of  some  complaints  we  have 
heard  from  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  as  to 
the  time  of  this  House  being  occupied  by 
too  much  discussion— complaints,  by  the 
by,  which  I  cannot  admit  to  be  valid — 
there  is  certainly  one  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment who,  I  think,  has  no  right  what- 
ever to  join  in  those  complaints.  I  think 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  so  far  as  his  department  is  con- 
cerned, cannot  for  a  moment  pretend  that 
any  criticisms  on  the  policy  which  he  has 
recommended,  or  of  the  transactions  which 
have  occurred  abroad,  have  given  rise, 
during  this  momentous  and  protracted 
Session,  to  any  very  frequent  or  prolonged 
discussions.  Indeed,  though  this  year 
has  witnessed,  throughout  Europe,  events 
more  important  than  probably  have  oc- 
curred within  the  recollection  of  the  vast 
majority  of  this  House,  I  cannot  at  this 
moment  recall  more  than  two  occasions 
on  which  the  attention  of  this  House  has 
been  called  to  anything  connected  with 
our  external  relations.  For  one  of  those 
occasions  I  confess  that  I  myself  am  re- 
sponsible ;  but  in  that  instance  I  was 
warranted  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  the  circumstance 
that  an  ancient  ally  had  claimed  the  fulfil- 
ment of  a  guarantee  from  England;  and  the 
sympathy  expressed  by  the  House  when  I 
ventured  to  make  those  observations  on 
the  position  of  England  and  Denmark,  at 
least  showed  that,  however  imperfect  my 
advocacy  of  that  subject  may  have  been, 
it  was  not  considered  by  the  House  in- 
trusive. There  was  another  instance  of 
a  discussion  on  foreign  topics;  and  I 
should  be  very  much  surprised  if  any 
Member  of  the  Government  can  for  a 
moment  pretend  that  the  discussion  which 


then  took  place  was  an  unneoessarr  one. 
It  is  in  the  recollection  of  every  Geiltieman 
that  a  very  remarkable  incident  occurred 
at  the  capital  of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  allies 
— that  a  Minister,  who  may  be  styled  the 
virtual  representative  of  the  Queen  of  Eng- 
land, was  expelled  from  that  capital;  and 
I  do  not  thiuK  that  the  House  of  Commons, 
or  our  constituents,  or  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters, can  for  a  moment  maintain  that  some 
observations  on  an  event  so  remarkable, 
almost,  I  might  say,  unequalled^  consti- 
tuted any  surplusage  of  discussion  in  this 
House.  In  both  those  cases  the  discus- 
sions, so  far  as  any  allusions  to  the  Govern- 
ment were  concerned,  were  conducted  in 
any  other  spirit  than  that  of  party  aceiy 
bity.  Notwithstanding  the  important 
events  which  had  occurred,  and  the  fa» 
vourable  opportunities  offered  to  the  Op- 
position, and  which  at  another  time  and  in 
another  age,  I  doubt  not,  would  have  been 
readily  seized,  there  have  been  only  those 
two  very  legitimate  occasions  on  which 
subjects  connected  with  our  external  rela- 
tions have  been  brought  before  the  House; 
and,  certainly,  in  both  those  instances  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  no  right  to  com- 
plain of  the  spirit  in  which  those  discus- 
sions were  conducted,  or  of  the  objects 
which  they  sought  to  attain.  I  now  feel 
it  my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  this 
Committee  to  another  branch  of  our  foreign 
relations,  and  one  to  which,  from  its  vast 
importance  and  the  consequences  to  their 
constituents  that  may  ensue,  I  conceive  it 
is  incumbent  on  them  to  give  their  earnest 
consideration.  The  subject  to  which  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
is  the  state  of  Italian  politics,  and  our  re- 
lations at  this  moment  with  the  Italian 
States.  It  had  been  my  intention,  on 
looking  over  the  various  items  to  be  brought 
before  us  on  these  miscellaneous  estimates, 
to  have  called  the  attention  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  the  subject  on  the  vote  of  money  for 
one  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  namely, 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal.  I  had  thought  that 
that  would  have  been  a  very  appropriate 
occasion  for  introducing  this  interesting 
subject;  because  he  is  an  individual  who 
has  figured  in  a  very  conspicuous  manner 
in  the  transactions  which  have  taken  place 
in  reference  to  Italy;  and  because  it  will 
be  totally  impossible  to  place  the  circum- 
stances fairly  before  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee  without  adverting  to  that 
nobleman.  But  on  reflection  it  appeared 
to  n>e  that  this  would  give  to  the  observa- 
tions I  wished  to  put  before  the  Committer 
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and  tlie  eountry  too  personal  and  inyidious 
a  character.  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
of  course,  are  responsible  for  all  that  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  did;  and  therefore  it  ap- 
peared to  me  that  it  would  be  a  fairer  oc- 
casion, on  the  vote  of  money  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Foreign  Office,  to  bring  the 
question  before  the  Committee.  At  the 
game  time,  it  is  impossible,  however  brief 
and  condensed  my  observations  on  the 
subject  may  be,  to  forget  the  operations  of 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  in  Italy.  They  com- 
menced before  the  occurrence  of  those  im- 
portant events  by  which  their  interest  hafe 
been  in  a  great  measure  absorbed;  but  all 
the  transactions  in  which  he  was  concerned 
are  intimately  connected,  and  even  involved 
with  everything  which  has  subsequently 
happened.  Last  August,  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  went  on  a  very  peculiar  and  roving 
mission.  He  went,  I  believe,  to  teach 
politics  in  the  country  in  which  Machia- 
yeUi  was  bora.  It  seemed  to  be  thought 
that  the  princes  of  Italy  were  so  ignorant 
of  their  own  affairs  that  they  required  coun- 
sel, and  that,  in  fact,  it  was  necessary  to 
take  a  position  with  respect  to  these  Sove- 
reigns different  from  that  which  we  adopt- 
ed in  our  communications  with  other  poten- 
tates. We  had  several  Ministers  Plenipo- 
tentiary, and  other  diplomatic  agents  of  a 
subordinate  rank  in  Italy  ;  but  it  was 
thought  necessary  to  communicate  with 
the  Sovereigns  of  Italy  by  no  less  a  person- 
age than  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet — one 
who  would  not  wait  for  instructions  in 
order  to  meet  cases  of  emergency,  but  who 
was,  in  a  certain  sense  and  degree,  a  por- 
tion of  that  original  inspiration  which  is  to 
guide  the  conduct  of  the  Foreign  Depart- 
ment; familiar  with  the  whole  scope  and 
scheme  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  re- 
spect to  these  delicate  and  difficult  affairs; 
and  who,  therefore,  with  a  large  discretion 
—I  might  almost  say  with  an  illimitable 
discretion — might  prevent  the  occurrence 
of  many  menacing  circumstances  in  that 
country,  and  lay  the  foundation  for  a  state 
of  great  and  acknowledged  prosperity  in 
the  Italian  Peninsula.  It  is  a  curious 
thing  to  put  before  the  Committee  in  the 
briefest  way  the  principal  objects  of  this 
important  and  peculiar  mission,  and  then 
to  place  before  the  Committee  its  re- 
sults. Lord  Minto  had  very  important 
objects  to  achieve  in  the  north  of  Italy. 
There  was  a  great  uneasiness  in  Italy, 
and  a  great  apprehension  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  that  Austria,  for 
ezamploy  actuated  by  unnecessary    fear, 


would  invade  the  dominions  of  the  King  of 
Sardinia.  The  first  object,  then,  of  Lord 
Minto  was  to  induce  the  Austrians  not  to 
invade  the  Sardinians;  and,  so  far  as  that 
object  is  concerned,  the  result  has  been 
that  Lord  Minto  was  perfectly  successful; 
and  all  that  happened  was,  that  instead  of 
Austria  invading  Sardinia,  Sardinia  in- 
vaded Austria.  Crossing  the  Apennines^ 
Lord  Minto  found  himself  in  the  centre 
of  Italy,  and  engaged  in  a  delicate 
and  peculiar  negotiation  with  a  poten- 
tate whom,  in  deference  to  my  hon. 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Spooner),  I  will  not 
particularly  designate.  This  was  under- 
taking a  considerable  achievement;  for, 
really,  to  solve  the  difficulty  that  had  per- 
plexed the  Cabinets  of  England  from  the 
days  of  Queen  Elizabeth  to  those  of  Queen 
Victoria,  and  to  settle  the  question  how  to 
communicate  diplomatically  with  his  Holi- 
ness the  Pope,  was  an  object  worthy  of  the 
mission  even  of  a  Cabinet  Minister,  and 
the  solution  of  the  question  must  have  pre- 
sented very  great  claims  to  the  applause 
and  confidence  of  his  Colleagues.  And 
Lord  Minto  appears  to  have  succeeded  in 
his  object;  for  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  no  less  a  personage  than  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  with  breathless 
haste,  informed  the  House  of  Lords  that 
he  must  immediately  introduce  a  Bill  to 
establish  diplomatic  relations  between  the 
Court  of  St.  James's  and  his  Holiness  the 
Pope.  I  believe  that  the  usual  forms  of 
the  House  of  Lords  were  not  observed  on 
that  occasion.  I  believe  that  the  Bill  was 
absolutely  brought  in  without  notice,  and 
the  usual  lapse  of  time  between  the  first 
and  second  readings  was  waived  in  Febru- 
ary on  account  of  the  urgency  and  exi- 
gency of  the  case.  What  has  been  the  re- 
sult ?  The  Bill  did  not  pursue  its  course 
with  the  rapidity  which  at  first  was  pre- 
tended to  be  absolutely  necessary;  and  for 
this  reason — that  at  the  very  moment 
when,  under  the  successful  management 
of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  England  had  re- 
solved to  revive  diplomatic  relations  with 
the  Pope,  it  seems  that  the  Pope,  as  a 
temporal  prince,  had  ceased  to  exist.  I 
suppose  that  by  some  of  the  last  bulletins 
there  is  a  chance  of  his  Holiness  yet  ex- 
ercising some  doubtful  authority;  since,  at 
the  end  of  the  Session,  this  Bill,  brought 
in  with  breathless  haste,  has  now,  when 
August  is  far  advanced,  apparently  stole 
again  into  a  little  legislative  life,  and  there 
is  a  possibility  of  its  being  reintroduced 
to  our  notice.     Obfenre,  then,  that  Lord 
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Minto  was  eminently  successful  in  the 
north  of  Italy  in  preventing  the  invasion 
of  Sardinia  hy  Austria,  inasmuch  as  Aus- 
tria was  invaded  by  Sardinia;  and  was 
also  successful  in  the  centre  of  Italy  in  es- 
tablishing diplomatic  relations  with  a  po- 
tentate who  has  no  longer  any  diplomacy 
at  his  command.  There  is  another  portion 
of  Italy,  in  the  extreme  south,  in  which 
the  labours  of  this  eminent  diplomatist 
were  also  employed;  and  this  was  in  the 
kingdom  of  the  Two  Sicilies.  It  has  been 
said  on  high  authority  that  Lord  Minto 
was  invited  by  the  King  of  the  Two  Sici- 
lies to  favour  him  by  his  counsel,  and  to 
interfere  in  the  management  of  his  king- 
dom. It  is  very  possible.  The  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  like  many  other  eminent  per- 
formers, was  **  starring  it  '*  throughout 
the  Italian  States,  and,  having  been  so 
successful  in  his  previous  engagements  at 
Milan  and  Rome,  there  came  an  invitation 
to  him  that  he  should  also  exhibit  at 
Naples;  and  the  result  of  the  noble  Lord's 
performances  in  the  south  of  Italy  was  no 
less  successful  than  in  the  north  and 
centre  of  that  country.  Galled  in  by  the 
King  of  the  Two  Sicilies  to  remove  some 
misconceptions  which  existed  between  his 
two  kingdoms,  the  noble  Lord  laboured 
hard  to  support  the  legislative  union  that 
subsisted  between  Naples  and  Sicily,  and 
his  labours  resulted  not  only  in  the  seve- 
rance of  the  legislative  union,  but  also  in 
the  destruction  of  the  political  connexion. 
Far  be  it  from  me  to  offer  any  unnecessary 
criticisms  on  the  defunct  campaign  of  this 
eminent  diplomatist.  I  only  wish  the 
House  to  understand  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment are  not  new  hands  in  diplomatic 
interference  in  Italy;  and  that  they  cannot 
come  forward  and  tell  us  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  important  events  that  have 
occurred  they  were  obliged  to  undertake, 
on  a  sudden,  and  without  that  consideration 
generally  demanded  in  such  cases,  inter- 
ference in  that  country.  They  had  been 
trying  their  hand  at  it  for  a  considerable 
time  before  the  great  revolutions  occurred 
there.  The  result  hitherto  has  been  more 
interesting  than  successful.  Now,  I  un- 
derstand, from  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Foreign  Department,  that,  not  pro- 
fiting by  what  has  occurred,  the  noble 
Lord  is  going  again  to  open  a  second  cam- 
paign in  Italy — he  is  going  to  mediate  in 
Italy  in  conjunction  with  another  country; 
and  I  think  that  it  is  a  very  legitimate 
subject  for  inquiry,  and  I  am  but  perform- 
ing my  duty  to  my  constituents   and  to 


this  House,  if  I  take  this  opportunity  of  in- 
viting the  Government  to  give  us  some  in- 
formation as  to  their  objects  and  their 
motives.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  inform- 
ed us  the  other  night — and  we  have  since 
been  informed  by  every  organ  of  informa- 
tion— that  England  and  France  are  going 
to  mediate  in  respect  to  the  affairs  of 
Northern  Italy.  Now,  I  think  I  am  but  mak- 
ing a  legitimate  inquiry  of  the  noble  Lord 
if  I  ask  him  to  inform  the  Committee — 
1st.  What  is  to  be  the  principle  of  this 
mediation  ?  2nd.  What  is  to  be  the  nature 
of  this  mediation  ?  and,  3rdly,  What  is  the 
end  proposed  to  be  attained  by  this  media- 
tion ?  These  appear  to  be  three  inqniries 
which  it  is  our  duty  to  pursue,  and  to  in- 
vite Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  respond  to. 
First,  with  respect  to  the  principle  of  this 
mediation,  the  principle  may  be  of  a  poli- 
tical character.  For  instance,  there  may 
be  a  desire  to  prevent  the  effusion  of  blood 
occasioned  by  a  very  prolonged  and  hope- 
less contest;  or  a  wish  to  put  an  end  to  a 
state  of  things  injurious  and  inconvenient 
to  the  merchants  of  this  country;  the  in- 
terests of  commerce  and  the  interests  of 
humanity  are  generally  inseparable;  and 
these  might  prompt  a  Minister  to  interfere 
in  a  particular  case.  These  are  not  cir- 
cumstances that  would  apply  to  the  north 
of  Italy;  there  is  no  effusion  of  blood  to 
stop,  and  there  are  no  commercial  interests 
which  require  defence;  and  if  the  noble 
Lord  is  to  mediate  there  between  the  Em- 
peror of  Austria,  for  example,  and  the 
King  of  Sardinia,  or  between  the  Emperor 
of  Austria  and  his  own  subjects,  the  noble 
Lord,  mediating  on  a  political  principle* 
will  have  an  easy  task,  for  the  circum- 
stances are  simple,  the  means  are  obvious, 
and  the  result  very  clear.  The  noble  Lord 
will  be  guided  by  the  doctrines  of  the  law 
of  nations  and  the  stipulations  of  existing 
treaties.  He  will  take  down  Yattel,  and 
look  to  the  Treaties  of  Paris  and  Yiennay 
and  when  he  finds  the  Emperor  of  Austria 
in  possession,  and  peaceable  possession* 
of  the  dominions  which  those  treaties  se- 
cured to  him,  and  the  King  of  Sardinia 
also  in  possession  of  the  dominions  which 
those  treaties  secured  to  him — when  he 
finds,  as  regards  these  two  Powers,  that 
there  is  no  principle  of  public  law  which  is 
at  all  in  controversy,  the  noble  Lord  may 
shut  his  books,  and  his  mediation  will  be 
a  nullity.  He  will  find  that  he  has  nothing 
to  do;  and  he  will  be  informed  at  the  out- 
set that  all  is  concluded  in  a  manner  satis- 
factory to  Europe;  and  which  would  have 
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occurred  if  the  noble  Lord  had  never 
opened  his  mouth.  But  we  can  hardly 
conceive  that  a  Btatesman  so  able  and  so 
experienced  as  the  noble  Lord  should  an- 
nounce to  the  Parliament]  of  this  country 
that  he  is  going  to  mediate  in  the  affairs 
of  the  north  of  Italy,  merely  that  himself 
may  announce  to  us  that  he  has  done  no- 
thing; and  therefore  I  apprehend  that  the 
noble  Lord,  instead  of  mediating  on  a  po- 
litical principle,  is  going  to  mediate  on  the 
dangerous  principle  with  which  he  some- 
times plays,  and  which  I  on  a  former  occa- 
sion took  the  liberty  of  calling  a  senti- 
mental principle.  The  sentimental  prin- 
ciple in  the  management  of  foreign  affairs 
in  the  present  day  is  to  develop  the  prin- 
ciple of  nationality.  The  noble  Lord  is 
going,  then,  to  mediate  in  the  affairs  of 
Italy  on  the  sentimental  principle  of  deve- 
loping nationality.  Now,  I  beg  the  Com- 
mittee to  remark  into  what  inextricable 
difficulties  and  dangers  any  encouragement 
of  such  a  course  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Lord  must  lead  this  country;  and  this  is 
one  of  the  principal  reasons  which  induces 
me  to  bring  the  state  of  Italian  affairs 
under  the  notice  of  the  House.  If  it  be 
necessary,  on  the  sentimental  principle, 
that  Lombardy  should  be  in  the  possession 
of  the  Lombards,  and  that  the  presence  of 
an  Austrian  should  not  bo  tolerated  there, 
on  what  ground  can  you  justify  an  ar- 
rangement by  which  the  Austrians  are  to 
retain  the  whole  of  Venetia,  a  territory  as 
extensive  as  Lombardy,  and  far  more  im- 
portant ?  If  the  noble  Lord  is  the  disciple 
and  preacher  of  the  principle  of  nationality, 
and  if  upon  that  principle  he  is  going  to 
advise  the  Emperor  of  Austria  to  relin- 
quish his  dominions  in  Lombardy,  on  what 
ground  can  he  refuse  to  develop  the  idea 
completely,  and  recommend  his  Imperial 
Majesty  to  relinquish  his  whole  hold  on 
the  Venetian  territory  ?  And  how  can  the 
noble  Lord  be  the  preaclier  of  the  senti- 
mental principle  of  nationality  in  Lom- 
bardy, when  in  the  north  of  Europe  he  is — 
as  he  is  bound  to  do — defending  the  in- 
terests of  Holland  and  Denmark  against 
invasion  founded  upon  and  justified  by  this 
very  same  principle  of  nationality  ?  I 
want  to  know,  also,  how  the  noble  Lord 
intends  to  act,  as  far  as  the  sentimental 
principle  is  concerned,  if  he  has  an  appli- 
cation for  his  mediation  from  a  most  pow- 
erful and  interesting  kingdom,  which,  four 
months  ago,  announced  that  it  might  pro- 
bably call  for  the  mediation  of  England — I 
mean  the  kingdom  of  Hungary.     There 


are  in  that  country  four  races — the  Mag- 
yars, the  Sclavonians,  the  Germans,  and 
the  Wallaks.  Now,  does  the  noble  Lord 
intend  that  three  of  these  races  shall  quit 
Hungary,  and  that  the  predominant  power 
in  that  kingdom  shall  be  secured  to  the 
fourth  ?  If  this  House  does  not  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  to  discourage  the  senti- 
mental principle  in  settling  the  affairs  of 
nations,  I  am  convinced  that  we  shall  be 
involved  in  difficulties  which  it  is  impos- 
sible to  contemplate;  for  I  believe  that 
such  a  policy,  if  it  be  fairly  developed, 
will  really  resolve  Europe  into  its  original 
elements,  and  will  not  leave  any  social  or 
political  system  in  existence  in  the  form 
which  it  now  assumes.  So  far  as  to  the 
principle  upon  which  this  mediation-— of 
which  we  have  heard  so  much,  and  which 
has  been  so  ostentatiously  announced  to  us 
— of  England  and  France  in  the  affairs  of 
Northern  Italy  is  to  be  conducted,  I  repeat, 
that  I  wish  to  learn  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  what  is  to  be  the  principle  of 
that  mediation — whether  it  is  to  be  a  po- 
litical principle,  founded  upon  the  law  of 
nations  and  the  stipulations  of  treaties,  or 
upon  this  modern,  newfangled,  senti- 
mental principle  of  nationality,  which  will 
lead  to  inextricable  confusion,  and  diffi- 
culty, and  danger.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to 
the  secon4  point.  I  want  to  know  what 
are  the  means  by  which  this  mediation  is 
to  be  carried  into  effect.  Is  it  to  be  an  armed 
mediation? — because,  if  it  is  an  armed 
mediation,  the  Emperor  of  Austria  being  in 
possession  of  his  States,  and  the  King  of 
Sardinia  being  in  possession  of  his  States, 
war,  as  I  am  informed,  not  being  waged 
at  this  moment  between  these  Sovereigns 
— the  armed  mediation  of  England  and 
France  in  Northern  Italy  would  be  an  inva- 
sion, and  the  mode  by  which  we  are  going 
to  secure  peace  is  by  commencing  war. 
But  if  it  is  not  be  an  armed  mediation, 
is  it  to  be  a  mediation  only  of  good  of- 
fices ?  Then  I  leave  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  decide  what  prospect  we  have 
of  success,  when  we  go  to  the  Emperor 
of  Austria,  and  as  friends  —  merely  as 
friends  —  recommend  him  to  relinquish 
the  dominions  ho  has  gained  by  great 
sacrifices,  by  the  display  of  great  valour  on 
the  part  of  his  troops,  and  which  he  has 
held  for  three  centuries,  perhaps  never  with 
a  firmer  grasp  than  at  this  moment.  As 
regards  the  means  of  mediation,  then,  an 
armed  interference  is  an  invasion  and  a 
war;  while  an  inteiference  of  good  offices 
in  an  utter  nullity.     So  much,  then,  as  to 
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the  principle  of  the  mediation;  and  so  much 
as  to  the  means  hy  which  the  mediation  is 
to  he  carried  into  effect.  And  now  I  wish 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  what  is  the 
end  they  propose  to  attain  hy  this  media- 
tion ?  What  do  they  mean  to  do  with 
Lombardy  when  their  ancient  Ally,  in  de- 
ference to  their  kind  offices,  has  relinquish- 
ed that  part  of  his  dominions  ?  Do  they 
mean  to  swell  the  territories  of  the  King 
of  Sardinia  with  the  possession  of  that 
duchy  ?  Is  the  return  for  that  nocturnal 
attack  which  he  made  upon  his  neighbour 
to  be  the  increase  of  his  authority  and 
power  ?  When  you  remember  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case-— when  you  remember 
that  the  King  of  Sardinia  made  war  with- 
out declaring  war  against  the  Emperor  of 
Austria — that  he  was  at  the  very  time  in 
friendly  and  confidential  communication 
with  the  Austrian  Cabinet — that  in  conse- 
quence of  conduct  so  unjustifiable,  he  has 
received  most  signal  punishment  and  dis- 
comfiture— and  that  it  is  only  from  a  defer- 
ence to  the  feeling  of  Europe  on  the  part 
of  Austria  that  he  is  allowed  to  remain  in 
possession  of  his  own  capital — I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  Minister,  even  at  Frank- 
fort, who  would  recommend  a  proposition 
so  preposterous.  Then,  what  will  you  do 
with  Lombardy?  Will  you  establish  an 
independent  and  weak  State  in  the  north  of 
Italy-^— a  source  of  perpetual  disquietude, 
contiguous  to  two  powerful  military  neigh- 
bours, perpetually  quarrelling,  and  perpetu- 
ally calling  for  foreign  interference?  In 
what  form  do  you  moan  to  establish,  by 
this  announced  mediation,  this  free  and 
independent  State  ?  It  is,  of  course,  to  be 
a  republic.  You  cannot  have  a  King  of 
Lombardy.  Is  it  for  the  interest  of  Eng- 
land or  of  Europe  that  you  should  diplo- 
matically establish  a  republic  there?  And 
if  a  republic,  what  sort  of  republic  do  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  recommend?  Is  it  to 
be  a  revolutionary  republic,  or  a  conserva- 
tive republic  ? — a  red  republic,  or  a  white 
republic  ? — a  republic  with  a  red  cap,  or  a 
republic  with  a  white  feather?  That  is  a 
point  upon  which  the  country  is  extremely 
anxious  to  receive  some  information.  I 
think,  then,  I  have  shown  the  Committee 
that  there  are  three  points  on  which  we 
are  authorised  to  require  information  from 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The  Govern- 
ment, let  mo  remind  the  Committee,  have 
announced  the  joint  mediation  of  England 
and  France  in  the  affairs  of  Northern 
Italy;  and  I  think  they  are  bound  to  tell 
us  the  principle  upon  which  that  mediation 


is  founded,  the  means  by  which  it  is  to  be 
carried  into  effect,  and  the  end  which  it  is 
proposed  to  attain  by  such  mediation.  Now, 
Sir,  there  is  an  object  for  that  mediation, 
as  I  am  informed,  which  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  will  not  announce.  It  is  the 
secret  object  of  many  transactions  which 
are  very  perplexing  to  the  public  eye.  The 
object  of  this  joint  mediation  in  the  affairs 
of  the  north  of  Italy — when  there  is  no- 
body to  mediate  between,  and  when  there 
is  nothing  to  settle — is  to  prevent  the  in- 
vasion of  Italy  by  the  French.  Well,  Sir, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I  think 
the  invasion  of  the  north  of  Italy  by  the 
French  is  an  event  much  to  be  deprecated; 
and  if  Her  Majesty's  Government,  with  all 
the  advantages  of  the  recent  experience  of 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  can  devise  means  bj 
which  such  a  result  can  he  prevented,  thej 
will,  no  doubt,  have  cause  to  plume  them* 
selves  as  statesmen.  But  the  House  must 
recollect  that  France  has  no  right  whatever 
to  interfere  in  Italy.  It  would  be  a  viola- 
tion of  every  principle  of  public  law,  and  of 
every  treaty  which  exists  with  reference  to 
the  Italian  States.  I  am  myself  of  opinion 
that  France  will  not  invade  Italy.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  for  the  interest  or  for  the 
honour  of  France  that  she  should  invade 
Italy;  and  I  very  much  deprecate  even  a 
controversy  as  to  the  contingency  of  an 
event  which  would  be  most  disastross  to 
the  world,  and  most  unjustifiable  on  the 
part  of  France.  As  regards  Italy,  and  as 
regards  Europe,  France  has  not  the  colour 
of  a  quarrel  or  a  case  in  this  respect.  I 
wish  I  could  say  that,  as  regards  England, 
France  was  in  the  same  position.  I  admit 
that  she  is  not;  I  admit  that  the  conduct 
of  our  Government  with  respect  to  Italj 
affords  a  precedent  to  France.  It  does  not 
justify  France  in  violating  the  law  of  na- 
tions; it  does  not  justify  France  in  viola- 
ting treaties;  it  does  not  justify  France  to 
Italy  or  to  Europe;  but  it  does  unfortn- 
nately  justify  France  to  the  Cabinet  of 
England.  If  the  noble  Lord  were  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  French  Minister  in  Eng- 
land on  this  subject,  the  French  Minister 
could  refer  to  circumstances  which  might 
give  the  colour  of  a  pretext  and  a  prece- 
dent to  France — I  allude  to  our  conduct 
with  regard  to  Naples.  Now,  let  me  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  ultimate  result  of 
the  cordial  co-operation  between  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  and  the  King  of  the  Two  Sici- 
lies is,  as  far  as  we  can  obtain  information, 
the  following,  namely,  that  the  King  of 
the  Two  Sicilies  having  prepared  a  powei^ 
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fill  army  to  chastise  his  rebellious  subjects 
— just  as  the  Einperor  of  Austria  had  done 
— suddenly  found  an  English  fleet  in  the 
Bay  of  Naples  announcing  to  him  that  his 
rights  as  a  Sovereign,  so  far  as  regarded 
Sicily,  had  ceased  to  be  acknowledged  by 
the  English  Government.  The  English 
Government,  it  appears,  animated  by  that 
principle  which  governed  the  mission  of 
Lord  Minto— an  extreme  desire  to  consoli- 
date the  kingdom  of  the  Two  Sicilies,  and 
to  put  an  end  to  all  misconception  between 
the  subjects  of  His  Majesty — have  been 
so  condescending  as  even  to  approve  of  the 
independent  Sovereign  who  is  to  govern 
Sicily,  in  violation*  of  the  rights  of  the 
King  of  Naples.  They  have  criticised  the 
appointment;  they  have  approved  of  the 
individual;  they  have  communicated  with 
the  rebels  against  the  King  of  Naples  by 
servants  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of 
England;  and,  finally,  they  have  sent  a 
fleet  which  prevents  the  King  of  the  Two 
Sicilies  from  asserting  his  sovereign  rights. 
Now,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  if  France 
wished  to  invade  the  north  of  Italy, 
France,  being  in  possession  of  these  facts, 
would  have  a  very  good  case,  [Lord 
John  Russell  :  They  are  not  facts.] 
These  are  not  facts,  says  the  noble 
Lord.  This  is,  at  least,  a  fact — that  when 
the  noble  Lord  was  asked  whether  the 
English  fleet  had  received  instructions  to 
prevent  the  Neapolitan  army  from  invading 
Sicily,  in  order  to  assert  the  rights  of  the 
Sovereign,  he  refused  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion. The  Lord  President,  in  another 
place,  also  refused  to  answer  a  similar 
question.  It  is  at  least  a  fact;  for  it  has 
been  admitted  by  the  Chief  Minister  in 
another  place,  that  we  did  interfere  in  the 
affairs  of  Sicily  so  far  as  to  recognise  the 
possibility  of  Sicily  becoming  an  indepen- 
dent State,  to  indicate  the  form  of  govern- 
ment which  we  recommend,  and  even  the 
individual  of  whom  we  approved  as  the 
Sovereign.  The  noble  Lord  will  not  say 
these  are  not  facts.  Then,  the  case  of 
interference  is  complete  with  regard  to  the 
south  of  Italy;  and  what  answer  could  we 
make  to  France  if  there  was  a  French  in- 
vasion of  the  north  of  Italy?  I  will 
make  this  admission  to  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters. Unjustifiable  as  I,  with  great  un- 
willingness, conceive  their  conduct  to  have 
been  with  regard  to  Naples,  and  injurious 
as  is  that  precedent,  I  do  not  believe  that 
it  will  in  the  present  instance  serve  as  a 
precedent  for  the  invasion  of  the  north  of 
Italy  by  France;  and  for  this  reasooi  sim* 


pie  and  satisfactory,  that  I  do  not  believe' 
there  is  the  slightest  wish  at  this  moment 
on  the  part  of  the  French  Government  to 
invade  Italy.  But,  nevertheless,  I  protest 
against  the  precedent  to  which  any  Govern* 
ment  may  afterwards  appeal.  I  believe 
all  that  the  French  Government  at  this 
moment  desire  is,  that  by  availing  them- 
selves of  a  forced  occasion,  they  may  give 
to  Europe  and  to  the  world  an  idea  that 
there  is  a  cordial  co-operation  between  the 
Cabinets  of  Paris  and  of  St.  James's. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  may  say,  "  What  is  the 
harm,  then,  of  the  French  Government 
availing  themselves  of  this  forced  occa-> 
sion?*'  The  horm  is  this,  that  these 
forced  occasions  have  been  used  before, 
and  they  have  never  been  used  by  the 
French  and  English  Governments  united, 
but  at  the  expense  of  the  rights  of  some 
third  and  independent  Sovereign.  Now, 
I  do  not  wish  mv  opinions  to  be  misappre- 
hended upon  this  great  point.  If  you 
mean,  by  an  alliance  with  France,  by  a 
cordial  understanding  with  France,  or 
whatever  other  phrase  you  may  use,  that 
those  important  affairs  and  those  great 
events  which  periodically  and  surely  occur 
in  the  world,  should  be  regulated  and  man- 
aged in  concert  by  these  two  leading  na- 
tions, after  previous  counsel,  animated  by 
a  wise  spirit  of  concession  and  compromise, 
and  leading  to  a  cordial  co-operation,  that 
is  a  system  of  which  I  shall  ever  be  a  fee- 
ble but  a  warm  supporter.  It  is  not  a 
new  principle  in  the  history  of  this  conn- 
try,  though  of  late  years  it  has  been  an- 
nounced in  this  House  as  if  it  were  some 
novel  discovery  in  politics.  If  you  take  a 
general  view  of  the  modern  history  of  this 
country  and  of  Europe — I  mean  for  the 
period  during  which  the  great  treaties 
have  been  entered  into,  and  those  impor- 
tant events  have  occurred  which  have 
moulded  the  world  in  which  we  live — ^you 
will  find  that  hostility  between  this  country 
and  France  is  the  exception  and  not  the 
rule.  During  the  last  two  centuries  and 
a  half,  for  more  than  two-thirds  of  that  in- 
terval a  cordial  understanding  and  a  close 
intimacy  have  subsisted  between  the  Eng- 
lish and  French  Governments.  It  was  the 
principle  of  the  Cabinet  of  Queen  Elisa- 
beth, who  managed  the  affairs  of  Europe 
in  concert  with  the  most  eminent  of  the 
Bourbon  princes,  Henry  IV.  It  has  been 
brought  forward  as  a  charge  against  the 
Lord  Protector  that  he  was  of  the  same 
opinion  as  Queen  Elisabeth  upon  this  sub- 
ject.   But,  at  any  rate,  a  policy  which  was 
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sanctioned  by  the  sagacity  of  Elizabeth, 
and  by  the  prudence  and  wisdom  of  Crom- 
well, is  at  first  sight  a  policy  which  cannot 
well  be  considered  erroneous  or  feeble.  I 
need  not  remind  the  House  what  was  the 
policy  of  England  on  this  subject  on  sub- 
sequent occasions;  but  this  I  may  take  the 
liberty  of  saying,  that  the  two  most  emi- 
nent statesmen  of  the  last  century,  who 
agreed  upon  no  other  subject,  who  were 
rivals  in  eloquence,  who  were  rivals  in  their 
career,  who  were  opposed  in  every  princi- 
ple of  politics — Lord  Bolingbroke  and  Sir 
Robert  Walpole — were  both  supporters  of 
a  close  alliance  and  cordial  understanding 
with  France  as  the  basis  of  our  policy. 
Although  Lord  Bolingbroke  was  at  the 
time  the  victim  of  the  much  maligned  trea- 
ties of  Utrecht — as  wise  arrangements  as 
ever  were  contracted — no  sponer  was  the 
Whig  party  rooted  in  power,  and  no  sooner 
had  they  produced  a  great  Minister,  than 
Sir  R.  Walpole  pursued  the  same  policy, 
and  for  twenty  years  secured  the  peace  of 
the  world  and  the  prosperity  of  this  coun- 
try by  a  cordial  understanding  with  the 
French  Minister,  Cardinal  Fleury.  I  call 
these  things  to  recollection  to  show  that, 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  not  at- 
tempting to  oppose  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters because  they  are  the  advocates  cf  a 
cordial  understanding  with  the  French  Go- 
vernment, abstractedly  considered  as  a 
principle  of  English  politics.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  told 
us  the  other  night  that  the  peace  of  the 
world  was  to  be  maintained  by  the  co-ope- 
ration of  the  powerful  Government  of  Eng- 
land, the  powerful  Government  of  Russia, 
and  the  powerful  Government  of  France. 
I  believe,  Sir,  that  the  Government  of 
France  is  a  powerful  Government,  though 
I  then  reminded  the  noble  Lord  that  he 
had  not  deigned  to  inform  the  Parliament 
of  England  that  ho  had  recognised  its  exis- 
tence. The  Government  of  France  is  power- 
ful, and  for  this  simple  and  single  reason — 
they  have  transferred  the  government  of  Al- 
giers to  the  streets  of  Paris.  The  Lord  High 
Protector  of  Equality  has  recently  executed 
a  monster  razzia  on  tlie  fraternal  multi- 
tude. Well,  Sir,  that  is  a  Government 
that  may  be  performing  its  duty.  General 
Cavaignac  or  his  successors  may  have  to 
repeat,  and  probably  will  repeat,  their  ex- 
ploits; but  if  the  noble  Lord,  under  the 
plea  of  a  cordial  understanding  with  the 
French  Government,  is  going  to  repeat  the 
steps  which  unfortunately  former  Govern- 
ments in  England,  under  similar  circum- 


stances, have  taken,  I  am  convinced  ihej 
will  end,  as  they  have  previously  ended, 
in  disappointment  and  discomfiture.  A 
natural  alliance,  a  cordial  understand- 
ing, arising  from  the  circumstances  that 
occur  in  Europe,  are  the  bases  of 
mutual  co-operation  and  conduct;  but 
an  understanding  which  is  only  founded 
on  forced  occasions  and  forced  opportuni- 
ties— occasions  invented,  and  opportunities 
devised,  in  order  to  show  to  the  world  that 
there  is  a  co-operation  between  the  two 
countries — ^the  incidents  invented  to  justify 
and  occasion  the  co-operation — instead  of 
the  co-operation  arising  from  the  natural 
production  of  the  events — that  is  an  under- 
standing and  that  is  an  alliance  which» 
before  this  time,  has  occasioned  the  great- 
est evil,  and  which,  in  the  present  case, 
might  lead  to  the  greatest  possible  dis- 
asters. The  noble  Lord  tried  this  system 
before,  in  the  years  1830-32.  He  had 
then  much  more  favourable  circumstances 
to  deal  with  than  is  the  case  at  present. 
He  was  at  least  placed  in  co-operation 
with  a  Sovereign,  who,  whatever  may  have 
'  been  his  errors,  did  succeed  in  bridling, 
for  a  period  of  seventeen  years,  the  Ja- 
cobin tiger ;  a  man  without  question  of 
great  sagacity,  certainly  of  unrivalled  ex- 
perience, born  and  bred  a  prince,  with  a 
knowledge  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  con- 
versant with  the  traditions  of  great  Ca- 
binets. Yet,  how  did  that  system  end? 
It  led  to  the  tricoloured  flag  floating  from 
Aucona  and  Antwerp ;  to  interference  in 
Spain,  in  Portugal,  in  Greece ;  it  troubled 
the  commerce  of  England  in  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Pacific;  it  established  blockades 
in  South  America;  and  the  same  system 
of  factitious  alliance  (I  do  not  taunt  the 
noble  Lord  for  it — it  was  the  spirit  of  our 
policy,  and  was  adopted  by  his  prede- 
cessors), was  the  real  cause  of  all  those 
disturbances  in  the  waters  of  La  Plata  to 
which  I  called  the  noble  Lord's  attention 
the  other  night.  Sir,  I  protest  against 
this  system.  1  protest  against  a  media- 
tion in  the  north  of  Italy,  where  there  is 
nothing  to  mediate  about,  merely  to  show 
that  there  is  a  cordial  co< operation  between 
France  and  England.  I  am  convinced 
that  if  the  House  of  Commons  sanctions 
this  policy,  you  will  find  interference  in 
every  quarter,  and  discontent  in  every 
State  ;  that,  instead  of  the  alliance  be- 
tween France  and  England  being  a  se- 
curity for  peace,  that  alliance,  that  under- 
standing— phrase  it  as  you  will — that  mu- 
tual concert,  will  lead  inevitably  in  the  end 
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to  war.  And  what  are  you  doing  this 
for  ?  Tou  are  doing  it  because  you  have 
created  a  bugbear  of  your  own,  namely, 
the  impending  invasion  of  Italy  by  France. 
France,  I  repeat,  has  no  right  to  invade 
Italy.  France,  I  say,  has  no  interest  at  this 
moment  in  invading  Italy.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men talk  of  the  invasion  of  Italy  by  France, 
as  if  it  was  an  incident  which  might  hap- 
pen on  any  summer's  day  by  an  order  sent 
by  the  telegraph.  What  is  the  invasion  of 
Italy  by  France  ?  Even  to  give  France  a 
chance  of  success,  in  the  present  position 
of  Italy,  she  must  cross  the  Alps  with  at 
least  100,000  men.  She  must  do  much 
more  than  that  ;  the  very  day  she  crosses 
the  Alps  with  100,000  men,  she  must  ad- 
vance an  army  not  less  numerous  to  the 
banks  of  the  Rhine,  to  meet  there  the  in- 
dignant spirit  of  Germany,  forgetting  in  a 
moment  all  the  nebulous  mysticism  of 
•'nationality'*  in  the  fervour  of  a  real 
patriotism,  and  fierce  with  the  fiery  recol- 
lection of  its  desecrated  hearths.  She 
must  meet  more  even  than  that  Germany ; 
she  must  meet  Russia,  at  this  moment  not 
so  powerful  from  her  armies  as  from  her 
moderation,  her  wisdom,  and  her  justice. 
Even  every  secondary  Power  in  Europe 
will  be  prepared  under  such  circumstances 
to  meet  the  traditionary  outlaw  of  nations, 
engaged  in  a  quarrel  without  law,  without 
justice,  without  necessity.  And  how  is 
France  to  send  out  these  armies  ?  How 
to  meet  these  powerful  foes  ?  How  is 
France  to  act  in  this  frantic  and  illegal 
manner?  What  is  her  position  at  this 
moment,  that  enables  her  to  send  out 
these  mighty  hosts,  to  conquer  the  whole 
world  in  arms  ?  She  has  50,000  men 
guarding  her  metropolis;  she  has  achieved 
a  freedom  upon  paper,  and  it  is  secured  in 
her  streets  by  her  artillery.  She  has 
50,000  men  encamped  at  Lyons.  She  has 
an  army  of  occupation  in  every  great  city, 
under  the  plausible  name  of  "  extraordi- 
nary garrisons."  Where,  then,  are  these 
two  invading  hosts,  that  are  to  conquer 
Italy  and  Germany — to  prevent  whose  ap- 
pearance the  noble  Lord  is  going  to  enter 
into  mock  mediations,  to  encourage  arti- 
ficial alliances,  factitious  understandings, 
and  to  sacrifice  the  rights  of  our  allies  ? 
Why,  Sir,  if  France  withdraws  her  do- 
mestic legions  to  invade  the  world,  the 
whole  of  her  town  population  will  rise  to 
advocate  the  interests  of  that  model  re- 
public which,  perhaps,  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  are  going  to  establish  in  Milan. 
If  France  increases  her  armies,  she  in- 
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creases  her  taxes,  already  enormous  and 
excessive;  and  the  whole  of  her  provincial 
population  will  march  to  Paris  to  prevent 
the  continuance  of  a  system  as  absurd  as 
it  is  iniquitous.     That  is  the  condition  of 
France.     If  she  moves  the  armies  which 
she  now  possesses,  she  has  the  whole  of 
her  urban  population  in  revolt ;  if  she  in- 
creases those   armies,   the  whole   of  her 
provincial  population  will   rise   against  a 
government  of  oppression.      Tom  by  do- 
mestic factions,  with  an  empty  exchequer, 
a  paralysed  credit,  and  a  people  without 
enthusiasm,  why  are  you  to  suppose  that 
France  is  going  to  eonquer  the  world,  and 
why,  to  prevent  that,  are  you  going  to 
sacrifice  your  allies  ?     Sir,  the  system  of 
mock  mediations  is  a  system  which  this 
country  ought   not  to   encourage.      The 
course  which  the  noble  Lord  has  to  pur- 
sue, if  he  wishes  to  secure  the  peace  of 
the  world  and  the  greatness  of  his  country, 
is  one  which,  I  believe,  the  noble  Lord  is 
quite   competent   to   pursue;  he  has  the 
abilities,  the  knowledge,  and  the  courage, 
that  qualify  him  for  the  task  ;  and  if  he  is 
hindered,  it  is  only  by  an  adherence  to  a 
system  of  policy  which  he  has  pursued  be- 
fore, and  which  ended  only  in  mortification 
to  himself,  and  destruction  of  his  then  ally; 
for  I  believe  the  Throne  of  France  would 
never  have  fallen  had  it  not  been  for  those 
forced   occasions  of   mutual  co-operation 
which  led   eventually  to  mutual  distrust 
and  discomfiture.     The  noble  Lord  has  at 
this  moment  one  course,  the  only  course 
proper  to  take,  the  only  course  which  an 
Englishman  should  adopt ;  let  the  noble 
Lord   merely  tell   the   world   that  under 
his    counsels   England  will  maintain   the 
principles  of  national  law ;  that  England 
will  observe   the   stipulations   of  existing 
treaties;  that  she  will  not  authorise,  by 
her  sanction,  any  outrage  of  the  rights 
of  nations;  that  she  wiU  not  counsel  any  of 
her  allies  to  yield  their  legitimate  interests 
in  order  to  gratify  the  morbid  vanity  of  an 
ill-regulated  society;   and  then  the  noble 
Lord  will  take  a  position  which  will  gain 
for  him  the  confidence  of  statesmen,  the 
sympathy  of  sovereigns,  and  the  hope  and 
trust  of  suffering  nations.    But  if  the  noble 
Lord  takes  a  contrary  course  (I  am  most 
unwilling  to  believe  that  he  will),  it  will  be 
a  course — I  will  not  say  fatal  to  his  Go- 
vernment, because  that  may  not  be  so  great 
a  consideration   in  this  House,  though  I 
should  be  unwilling  to  see  that  Government 
disturbed — but  it  will  be  a  course  fatal  to 
his  reputation  and  injurious  to  his  country; 
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and  these  are  considcratioiiB  wliicli  I  am 
sure  influence  liim»  I  protest  against  the 
attempt  to  regulate  the  world  hy  a  con- 
trived concert  with  the  Jacobin  party;  I 
Btylo  them  the  Jacobin  purty;  I  know  I 
was  called  to  aeconnt  in  niyohBcnce  hy  the 
hon-  Member  for  Montrose,  who  eaid  that 
name  was  past,  and  he  ii&ed  another  to  de- 
BcrJhe  then) — one  often  used  to  deaeribe 
their  sjetem;  1  recognise  the  same  features  i 
as  of  yore,  I  observe  tlie  same  cliaracter 
and  system;  it  is  the  old  leaven,  and  I  use 
the  same  name.  It  is  the  Bystem  that  j 
comraencea  with  **  fraternity/  and  ends 
with  assas.slnation:  it  m  the  syBtcra  that 
hegitiB  by  preaching'  universal  charity,  and 
concludes  by  practising  general  fipoliation- 
I  do  not  care  who  the  individual  may  be — 
whether  it  be  M.  Ledru  Rullin,  or  whether 
it  he  the  gentleman  who  sliakes  hands  with 
M*  Ledru  RuUin.  I  cannot  recognise  such 
persons  as  the  French  nation »  or  as  that 
France  with  which  I  wouhl  wish  my  coun- 
try to  he  in  alliance  and  cordial  under- 
standing; and  1  am  persuaded  that  if  the 
ijohlc  Lord  pursues  this  system,  it  will  very 
rapidly  make  this  country  of  the  same 
opinion  with  myself.  The  nobhj  Lord  has 
it  in  his  power  to  act  in  a  manner  which 
will  add  even  to  his  i  nil  no  nee,  and  to  the 
greatness  and  the  reputation  of  his  coun- 
try. He  may  in  this  craven  age  assert  the 
principles  of  public  justice  in  a  manner 
which  becomes  a  British  MimBter;  and  he 
will  find  that  no  bandits,  whatever  may  he 
their  position,  will  cross  any  mountains  or 
invade  any  capitals,  when  they  know  that 
England  is  prepared  to  uphold  the  prin- 
ciples of  public  law.  For,  Sir,  in  public 
s  much  as  iu  private  matters,  1  have  seen 
ough,  and  1  am  sure  that  every  Gentle- 
an  from  his  own  experience  must  have 
seen  enough,  to  convince  him,  in  the  long 
run,  nothing  can  withstand  the  majesty  of 
law,  the  force  of  truth,  and  the  inspiration 
of  honour. 

ViseouNT  PALMERSTON:  I  certainly 
do  not  rise  to  complain,  a«  the  hon.  ticn- 
tlcmaii  who  has  just  wat  down  seemed  to 
expect  I  should,  that  this  House  has,  dur- 
ing the  present  Session  of  ParBament,  ex- 
hibited any  undue  desire  to  impede  the 
march  of  Her  Majesty*s  Ministers  in  re- 
gard to  tlic  conduct  of  the  foreign  rela- 
tions of  the  country  by  pressing  too  hardly 
upon  til  em  for  disclosures  of  the  course 
which  they  mean  to  pursue,  or  calling  pre- 
maturely for  explanations  as  to  the  course 
which  they  may  have  pursued  during  the 
Session.      I   ackuowiedge  with   thankful- 


ness, on  my  own  part  and  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  tlie  dis^creet — I  must  say 
the  judicious  —  forbearance  which  this 
House  has  shown  in  those  matters.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  have,  rightly  no  doubt, 
considered  that  the  public  interest  is  fre* 
quently  best  consulted  by  allowing  to  the 
Government  of  the  day  the  free  exercise  of 
their  own  discretion  as  to  delicate  and  im- 
portant transactions  with  respect  to  fo- 
reign countries,  reserving  to  themselves 
hereafter  the  function  of  calling  to  a  strict 
account,  as  of  right  they  are  entitled,  and 
as  in  duty  they  are  bound  to  do,  those 
whose  conduct  may  appear  to  deserve  in- 
vestigation or  censure.  1  therefore  am  far 
from  complaining  either  of  the  course 
wliich  has  been  pursued  on  former  occa- 
sions, or  of  the  course  which  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
thought  fit  to  take.  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  admit,  that  at  the  close  of  a  Session 
during  which  events  ttf  the  utmost  import- 
ance have  convulsed  Europe  from  one  end 
to  the  other,  it  is  a  perfectly  legitimate 
exercise  of  the  riglits  and  a  legitimate  per- 
formance of  the  duties  of  a  Member  of  this 
House,  to  express  his  opinions  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  done  at  a  moment  when, 
probably,  the  termination  of  our  labours 
may  not  be  far  distant.  8ir»  I  tliink  the 
lion.  Gentleman  has  judged  rightly  in  ap- 
pending the  observations  which  he  has 
made,  in  regard  to  the  policy  of  this  coun- 
try with  respect  to  Haly,  not  on  the  vole 
pertaining  to  the  particular  office  held  hy 
my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  hut 
to  that  office  which  is  responsible  for  the 
general  conduct  of  the  foreign  relations  of 
the  couutry^the  office,  namely,  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  fill.  The  lion.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  he  better  informed,  I  thinks 
than  he  chooses  to  allow  the  House  to  in- 
fer from  his  speech,  as  to  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  mission  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Earl  of  Minto  took  place.  These  grounds 
were,  in  some  degree,  those  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated.  The  facts  were 
these : — Towards  the  end  of  the  summer, 
it  is  well  known,  in  conaequcnce  of  the  al- 
tered policy  of  the  then  newly-tlected  head 
of  the  Roman  Government,  principles  of 
reform  and  of  admiuistrative  and  consti- 
tutional improvements  were  spreading  fast 
over  the  whole  surface  of  Italy.  Difiicul- 
ties  were  experienced  hot  ween  the  Go- 
vernments and  the  people  in  regard  to 
tlie  march  which  those  events  and  those 
improvements  should  take.  There  was 
no  part  of  Italy   in    which    those    diffi- 
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cullies  were  more  strongly  and  more  ur- 
gently felt  than  in  the  city  of  Rome.  A 
communication  was  made  to  me,  certainly 
not  publicly,  but  from  a  most  authentic 
source,  conveying  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment the  anxious  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Rome,  first,  that  an  accredited 
and  official  agent  might  be  sent  from  this 
Government  to  the  Government  of  Rome, 
for  the  purpose  of  aiding  that  Government 
in  the  difficult  and  novel  task  which  was 
partly  imposed  upon  itself,  and  partly 
pressed  upon  it  by  the  popnlation;  that,  in 
short,  we  should  send  them  somebody  who, 
representing  the  Government  of  England, 
might  give  them  friendly  counsel  and  ad- 
vice in  matters  in  which  they  might  wish 
to  consult  him.  It  was  said  that  there 
might  be  legal  difficulties  in  complying 
with  that  request;  but  that  if  there  were 
such  difficulties,  and  if  those  difficulties 
could  not  then  be  removed,  we  should  be 
conferring  a  great  obligation  upon  the  Go- 
vernment of  Rome  if  some  individual  could 
go  there  who,  possessing  the  entire  confi- 
dence of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
pointed  out  by  his  attainments  and  expe- 
rience as  a  person  informed  upon  matters 
of  policy,  might  be  referred  to  upon  occa- 
sions on  which  it  should  be  wished  to  con- 
sult him;  and  that  if  such  a  person  could 
combine  with  those  qualifications  consider- 
able diplomatic  experience,  the  Govern- 
ment of  Rome  would  be  delighted  to  re- 
ceive such  an  individual  in  his  private  ca- 
pacity and  without  any  official  authority. 
My  noble  Friend,  Lord  Minto,  was  at  that 
time,  for  objects  of  his  own,  intending  to 
pass  a  short  time  in  Italy;  and  I  thought 
that  I  could  not  better  comply  with  the  re- 
quest which  had  been  made — that  I  could 
not  better  fulfil  those  intentions  with  which 
the  request  had  been  addressed  to  us — than 
by  advising  Her  Majesty  to  authorise  the 
Earl  of  Minto  to  proceed  to  Rome  in  that 
unofficial  capacity,  without  any  diplomatic 
character;  but  simply  as  a  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  possessing,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  the  entire  confi- 
dence of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  acting 
as  the  eye,  the  ear,  the  mind  of  the  Go- 
vernment; capable,  from  his  knowledge  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Government,  to  act 
upon  a  sudden,  on  any  emergency  that 
might  present  itself.  I  thought  I  could 
not  render  a  better  service  to  those  parties 
who  might  wish  for  our  counsel  and  assist- 
ance, than  by  urging  my  noble  Friend  to 
proceed,  as  he  did,  upon  that  mission.  A 
similar  wish  appeared  to  be  eutertained  by 
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other  Governments  of  Italy  to  procure  my 
noble  Friend's  assistance;  he  was,  there- 
fore, instructed  to  take  Turin  and  Florence 
on  his  way  to  Rome.  To  the  Courts  of 
Turin  and  of  Florence  my  noble  Friend 
carried  letters,  accrediting  him  upon  a  spe- 
cial mission,  if  he  found  upon  his  arrival 
that  it  was  the  wish  of  those  Governments 
so  to  receive  him;  to  Rome,  of  course,  he 
carried  no  official  recommendation.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  know  what  were 
the  objects  which  my  noble  Friend  had 
to  keep  in  view;  what  was  the  purpose  for 
which  this  uncalled-for  interference,  as  he 
seems  to  imagine  it,  was  to  take  place.  Sir, 
the  interference  was  not  uncalled  for;  my 
noble  Friend  was  to  obtrude  his  advice  upon 
nobody;  he  was,  if  wished  for,  and  if  ask^d 
to  do  so,  to  give  such  counsel  as  he  could, 
and  to  endeavour  to  remove  such  difficul- 
ties as  might  be  pointed  out  to  him.  That 
was  the  purpose  for  which  he  went  to  those 
Courts;  and  that  was  the  purpose  which 
he  successfully  accomplished.  My  noble 
Friend,  on  the  one  hand,  pointed  out  to 
the  Governments  that  they  might  trust 
their  people,  that  they  need  not  fear  to 
confer  upon  them  those  constitutional  in- 
stitutions which  it  was  the  object  of  their 
subjects  to  receive;  he  pointed  out,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  those  who  were  most  ardent 
in  desiring  reform,  that  they  would  best 
attain  those  national  objects  which  they 
legitimately  endeavoured  to  pursue  by 
placing  confidence  in  their  Governments, 
and  by  not  urging  them  too  rapidly  to 
change  long-established  institutions.  At 
Turin  and  at  Florence  my  noble  Friend 
was  eminently  successful;  and  the  proof  of 
that  is,  that  great  and  important  changes 
were  made  in  the  institutions  of  those  two 
States  without  any  convulsion  disturbing 
the  public  tranquillity,  and  without  any  in- 
terruption of  that  harmony  between  the 
subject  and  the  Sovereign  which  we  felt 
that  it  was  so  desirable  to  maintain.  My 
noble  Friend's  progress  was,  I  should  say, 
almost  an  ovation;  wherever  he  went  he 
was  received  with  acclamations  by  the  in- 
habitants— at  every  Court  he  was  received 
with  open  arms  by  the  Government.  At 
Rome  his  labours  were  directed  to  the 
same  object;  at  Rome  his  labours  were  at- 
tended with  the  same  success.  My  noble 
Friend,  when  he  left  this  country,  had  no 
mission  to  go  to  the  Court  of  Naples;  we 
had  received  no  communication  from  Na- 
ples asking  for  our  aid;  we  did  not  pre- 
sume to  ofier  that  which  was  not  solicited. 
But  when  my  noble  Friend  was  at  Rome,  a 
G2 
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commutiication  was  mnde  to  mc  by  tho  Ncn- 
politan  Minister  at  this  Court,  that  tlio  So- 
vereign of  Naples  would  take  it  as  a  compli- 
ment if  my  noble  Frienil  pursued  his  journey 
from  Rome  to  N  aples,  M  j  answer  was,  *  *  He 
Tvill  go  if  he  is  invited;  he  has  no  instruc- 
tioBB  to  go  there,  but  if  he  receives  an  in- 
vitation through  the  tjueen*a  Charge  d* Af- 
faires at  Naples,  it  will  he  his  duty^  aa  it 
will  he  his  pleasure,  to  attend  to  itj''  and^ 
in  consequence,  credentials  were  sent  to 
him,  to  be  made  use  of  if  that  occasion 
should  occur.  During  the  unfortunate  dif- 
ferences which  broke  out  between  the  King 
of  Naples  and  his  Sicilian  subjects,  both 
the  King  on  the  one  hand,  and  bia  Sicilian 
Bubjecta  on  the  other,  asked  for  the  me- 
diation and  intervention  of  British  diplo- 
Jiiaey,  to  endeavour  to  arrange  and  settle 
their  disputes ;  Lord  Minto  was  invited 
from  Rome  to  go  to  Naples;  to  Naples  ho 
accordingly  went,  aud  be  employed  him- 
&elf  with  great  diligence  and  with  the 
utmost  zeal  in  endeavouring  to  bring  about 
a  recouciltntion  between  the  King  of  Na- 
ples and  big  Sicilian  fiubjeets,  upon  condi- 
tions which  would  maintoin  the  crown  of 
the  two  countries  u|3on  one  and  the  same 
heath  1  Jjhall  nut  go  now^ — it  would  not 
be  fitting  that  I  should^ — into  minute  detail 
of  the  ctrcumstancea  which  characterised 
those  negotiations,  nor  shall  I  advert  to 
more  than  one  event  which  tended  to  ren- 
der them  unsuccessful;  but,  at  the  critical 
period  when  those  negotiations  were  almost 
brought  to  a  satisfactory  couclusion,  there 
arrived  at  Palermo  the  news  of  the  revolu- 
tion at  Paris;  and  I  think  the  House  may 
easily  conceive  that  the  announcement  of 
an  event  of  that  importance  must  have  con- 
siderable influence  upon  the  minds  of  men. 
That  led  to  difficidttes  on  the  one  side, 
which  were  not  met  by  concessions  on  the 
other;  and  the  result  was,  that  on  the  one 
hand  the  people  of  Sicily  declined  any 
longer  to  acknowledge  the  King  of  Naples 
as  their  sovereign;  and  the  King  of  Na- 
ples, on  bis  part,  declined  to  confer  the 
crown  of  Sicily  on  one  of  his  sons,  to 
whom  that  crown  was  otFered.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  adverted  to  the  part  which  Her 
Majesty *B  Government  has  taken  in  the 
subsequent  proceedings  of  the  Sicilians, 
with  a  view  to  elect  another  prince  to  be 
their  sovereign:  that  choice,  made  by  the 
Sicilians,  was  purely  and  entirely  sponta- 
neous; they  chose  the  prince  to  whom  an 
offer  has  since  been  made  entirely  on  their 
own  judgment  of  what  would  in  their  opi- 
nion  he   best   for   the    interests  of  their 


count ry»  It  is  immaterial  whether  that 
opinion  coincided  with  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Governmont  or  not;  at 
the  time  when  that  choice  was  made,  it 
was  made  entirely  from  their  own  impulsei 
and  as  the  result  of  their  own  judgment. 
Undoubtedly  Her  Majesty's  Govern ment, 
accepting  as  they  do  facts  and  events, 
have  signified  that  they  would  be  pre- 
pared to  acknowledge  the  sovereign  whom 
the  Sicilians  might  choose,  when  that 
sovereign  should  be  actually  in  possession 
of  the  territories  to  which  the  voice  of  the 
people  might  call  him.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man wants  to  knovv  what  ia  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  regard  to 
tlie  employment  of  the  naval  force  of  this 
country  now  stationed  in  the  Medi terra- 
nean,  in  respect  to  any  expedition  which 
the  Government  of  Naples  may  fit  out  and 
send  forth.  1  am  sorry  that  I  can  only 
follow  in  the  steps  of  my  noble  Friend  sit- 
ting near  me,  and  of  my  noble  Friend  in 
the  other  House,  and  say  that  it  is  not  the 
practice  in  this  country — nor  do  I  think  it 
would  be  expedient  with  reference  to  the 
public  interest  to  establish  the  practice — 
to  announce  what  are  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  events  which 
are  taking  place  on  the  continent  of  Ku* 
rope.  Whatever  our  course  may  be,  ire 
are  prepared  to  defend  and  justify  it — it 
will  be  for  the  House  to  determine  whe- 
ther or  not  we  have  acted  properly.  Thus 
nmch  i  think  I  may  state  >vith  regard  to 
the  policy  which  the  Government  pursued 
in  respect  to  the  affairs  of  Italy,  a»  con- 
nected with  the  mission  of  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Minto— that  that  mission  was  found- 
ed on  the  most  disinterested  motives — that 
the  motives  which  led  to  that  mission  had 
in  them  nothing  that  was  sordid,  or  base, 
or  selfish,  or  ungenerous^ — and  that  the  only 
British  interest  which  could  be  served  by 
that  mission  was  the  interest  which  Eng- 
land, as  a  great  Poiver,  has  in  preserving 
peace  in  the  other  countries,  and  of  assist- 
ing, when  invited  to  do  so,  in  forwarding 
the  progress  of  civilisation  and  improve- 
ment, and  in  promoting  the  happiness  and 
well-being  of  the  world.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  ndvei-ted  to  more  recent  events 
which  have  taken  place  in  the  north  of 
Italy,  and  has  expressed  an  opinion  that 
the  mediation  which  this  country  has  en- 
gaged in,  with  respect  to  the  present  state 
of  atfairs  in  that  part  of  Italy,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  France,  is  a  mediation  savouring 
of  the  nature  of  nn  impertinent  interference* 
without  object,  and  incapable  of  leading  to 
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any  resuk.  I  cati  only  say  that  the  media- 
tion in  question  is  not  the  result  of  any  spon- 
taneous and  intrusife  desire  df  this  country 
to  meddle  in  matters  with  whieh  we  have 
no  concern,  hut,  on  the  contrary,  is  the 
result  of  the  earnest  entreaties  and  ap- 
plications made  to  us  hy  all  the  parties 
directly  or  indirectly  eoncerned  in  the 
transaction.  It  is  the  result  of  wishes 
expressed  both  at  the  beginning  and  the 
end  by  Austria.  I  say  it  is ,  the  result  of 
wishes  expressed  by  Austria  at  the  outset 
of  the  Italian  troubles,  and  repeated  not 
three  days  kgo;  it  is  the  result  of  wishes 
expressed  by  the  Government  of  Sardinia, 
and  by  the  people  of  Italy;  it  is  the  result 
of  wishes  expressed  by  the  Government  of 
France;  and  I  must  say,  that  if,  in  answer 
to  all  these  wishes  so  expressed,  we  had 
obstinately  and  doggedly  refused  our  me- 
diation^ I  think  we  should  have  deserved 
the  censure  which  the  hon.  Member  con- 
ceives himself  entitled  to  throw  upon  us 
for  the  course  which  we  have  pursued. 
The  Government  of  Austria,  at  the  be- 
ginning, as  I  have  said,  asked  for  our 
good  od£ces;  and,  as  lately  as  the  9th  of 
August,  at  Frankfort,  and  on  the  1 5th  of 
August  here,  that  Government  renewed 
the  expression  of  its  desire  that  we  should 
take  part  in  the  settlement  of  these  affairs. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Government  of 
France  was  urgently  entreated  by  the  op- 
ponents of  Austria  to  interpose  military 
assistance  in  aid  of  the  Italian  cause. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  France  has 
no  right  to  intermeddle  in  the  quarrel. 
That  is  a  question  which,  perhaps,  it  is 
useless  for  us  to  discuss  here.  Whatever 
may  be  the  views  entertained  as  to  the 
expediency,  policy,  and  justice  of  one 
country  interposing  in  a  war  waging  be- 
tween other  countries;  yet,  in  point  of 
strict  right,  I  apprehend  there  can  be  no 
question,  that  where  two  nations  are  at 
war,  it  is  competent  to  a  third  party  to 
take  which  side  he  pleases,  if  he  chooses 
to  engage  in  the  contest.  I  will  not  enter 
into  any  discussion  as  to  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  war  between  Sardinia  and 
Austria  began.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
ceives that  it  was  part  of  the  functions  of 
Lord  Minto  to  prevent  Austria  from  at- 
tacking Sardinia  in  the  course  of  last 
year.  That  was  no  part  of  Lord  Minto*s 
mission.  It  was  part  of  his  Lordship's 
mission  to  induce  the  Sardinian  Govern- 
ment to  abstain  from  hostilities  against 
Austria,  which,  at  that  time,  the  Austrian 
Government  apprehended,  although  under 
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circumstances  totally  different  from  those 
under  which  the  Sardinian  army  subse- 
quently took  the  field.  At  that  time  there 
was  no  revolt  at  Milan,  and  Austria  was 
in  the  undisturbed  possession  of  the  whole 
of  her  Italian  provinces;  but  the  Austrian 
Government  having  professed  to  entertain 
apprehensions  of  the  hostile  intentions  of 
the  King  of  Sardinia,  the  British  Govern- 
ment did  urge  that  monarch  to  abstain 
from  the  attempts  which  he  was  alleged 
to  have  in  contemplation.  When  the  late 
military  events  took  place  in  the  north  of 
Italy,  the  Government  of  France  was  ur- 
gently requested  to  afford  instant  military 
aid  to  the  Italian  cause.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  maintains  that  it  is,  and 
ought  to  be,  and  has  been,  subject  only  to 
partial  exceptions,  the  standing  rule  for 
this  country  to  be  on  a  footing  of  intimate 
friendship  and  general  co-operation  with 
France — the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  believes 
that  to  be  the  policy  of  England,  has  beeni 
rather  unfortunate  in  the  manner  in  which, 
as  far  as  he  is  concerned,  be  endeavoured 
to  give  effect  to  the  community  of  good 
feeling  between  the  two  countries.  I  fully 
admit  the  soundness  of  the  hon.  Member's 
doctrine,  however  I  may  lament  the  prac- 
tice by  which  he  endeavours  to  carry  it 
into  effect;  and,  therefore,  I  wish  myself 
to  forget,  and  I  hope  that  the  French  na- 
tion may  forget,  if  possible,  those  parts 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  which  I 
think  were  not  calculated  to  promote  union 
and  cordiality  between  France  and  this 
country;  for  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
intended,  as  I  am  sure  he  did  not,  to  rouse 
the  bitter  jealousy  of  a  great  nation,  and, 
by  wounding  its  pride,  to  dare  it  to  do 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
wished  it  should  not  do,  and  thus  to  pro- 
duce the  very  result  which  he  professes  to 
think  injurious  to  the  general  interests  of 
Europe  and  the  cause  of  civilisation,  he 
could  not  have  thrown  into  the  cauldron  of 
national  animosities  more  bitter  ingredi- 
ents, more  poisonous  drugs,  than  he  in- 
fused into  his  speech  upon  this  occasion. 
I  will  not  answer  in  detail  what  the  hon. 
Member  has  stated,  because  I  will  not 
run  the  risk  of  pointing  still  more  sharply 
the  shaft  which  he  has  launched;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  much  mistaken,  and 
those  who  think  with  him  share  in  his 
error,  if  they  fancy  that  there  is  anything 
in  the  present  condition  of  France  which 
makes  It  impossible  for  her  to  take  part  in 
any  hostile  operation  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  people  of  that  country  may  be 
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desirous  of  embarking  in.  There  could 
not  be  a  more  fatal  error  than  to  suppose 
that  recent  events  have  disarmed  the  right 
hand  of  France,  and  that  she  cannot  now 
pour  her  legions  over  the  Alps,  as  she  has 
done  on  former  occasions,  if  an  united 
Government  and  people  should  determine 
on  placing  her  in  a  position  of  hostility 
towards  any  Power  beyond  those  limits. 
Let  not  the  House  imagine,  then,  that  any 
vain  phantom  has  created  uneasiness  and 
alarm  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  I 
confess  that  we  did  feel  that  an  interfe- 
rence by  arms  on  the  part  of  France  in  the 
affairs  of  Italy  would  be  pregnant  with  all 
those  dangers  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  shadowed  out,  but  graphically  de- 
scribed in  all  their  magnitude;  for  in- 
stance, the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if 
France  should  send  an  army  into  Italy, 
she  must  also  send  another  to  the  Rhine 
— that  if  Germany  took  the  field  against 
France,  Russia  would  follow  in  her  foot- 
steps. What  would  that  be  but  an  uni- 
versal European  war — a  conflagration  ex- 
tending from  one  end  of  Europe  to  the 
other,  and  involving  in  its  destructive 
consequences  the  most  disastrous  results 
to  humanity  and  the  progress  of  civili- 
sation ?  But  when  the  French  Govern- 
ment said  to  us,  **  We  are  pressed  to  in- 
terfere by  arms  in  the  cause  of  Italy,  but 
we  ido  not  wish  to  involve  our  country 
in  a  war — we  are  willing  to  endeavour  to 
settle  matters  by  mediation,  if  you  will  as- 
sist us — it  must  be  a  joint  effort;  that  will 
remove  all  ground  of  jealousy,  for  no  one 
can  suppose  that  England  entertains  hos- 
tile views  with  respect  to  Austria;  what- 
ever France  and  England  do  in  conjunction 
must  be  a  work  of  peace;  it  must  have  the 
termination  of  hostilities  for  its  object — 
upon  these  grounds  we  hope  you  will  in- 
terfere conjointly  with  us,  and,  at  least, 
until  we  obtain  your  answer,  we  will  sus- 
pend our  decision  as  to  the  adoption  of 
other  measures**-— I  say  that  when  the 
British  Government  was  addressed  in  this 
manner  it  would  have  been  most  blameable 
if  it  had  not  acted  immediately  in  accor- 
dance with  the  suggestion  of  France. 
Those  are  the  motives  which  led  us  to 
enter  upon  a  joint  mediation  with  France. 
The  principle  upon  which  we  have  acted  is 
the  principle  of  maintaining  the  peace  of 
Europe.  The  policy  and  means  by  which 
the  end  is  to  be  attained  resolve  them- 
selves into  questions  of  detail,  which  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  refuse  to  make  public  at  this 
moment.      The   hon.   Gentleman   taunted 


the  British  Government  with  the  co-opera- 
tion which  has  at  different  periods  taken 
place  between  England  and  France,  and 
he  included  within  the  sweeping  range  of 
his  artillery  not  only  our  camp  but  that  of 
which  I  see  the  right  hon.  Leader  oppo- 
site. The  hon.  Gentleman  taunted  us,  in 
the  first  place,  with  our  interference  in  the 
case  of  Belgium  and  Holland,  the  result  of 
which,  he  said,  was  the  despoiling  of  an 
allied  Sovereign  of  his  undoubted  rights. 
Those  who  have  directed  their  attention  to 
that  case  know  that  the  principle  on  which 
we  acted  with  respect  to  it  was  laid  down 
by  our  predecessors,  under  whose  adminis- 
tration the  conferences  were  already  estab- 
lished which  we  afterwards  conducted  dar- 
ing a  long  but  ultimately  successful  nego- 
tion;  and  our  interference  originally  took 
place  at  the  request  of  the  Sovereign  whose 
rights  the  hon.  Gentleman  says  were  set 
aside  in  consequence  of  that  interference. 
It  was  at  the  request  of  the  King  of  the 
Netherlands  that  the  Government  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  in  connexion  with  the 
rest  of  the  five  European  Powers,  under- 
took conferences  and  negotiations,  and  es- 
tablished an  armistice  between  the  con- 
tending parties,  which  issued  in  the  result 
alluded  to.  The  hon.  Gentleman  sajs» 
that  the  alliance  of  England  and  France 
ought  to  be  the  result  of  events,  and  that 
we  ought  not  to  invent  occasions  and 
create  circumstances  for  it.  I  quite  agree 
with  him;  but  when,  I  ask,  were  occasions 
invented,  and  opportunities  unnecessarily 
created  ?  Is  it  at  the  present  moment  ? 
Did  we  create  the  mighty  convulsion  which 
is  agitating  Europe  from  one  end  to  the 
other  ?  Did  we  invent  the  occasion  which 
has  led  to  the  common  action  of  England 
and  France  ?  We  have  acted  in  this  mat- 
ter in  the  earnest  and  anxious  hope  that 
the  good  understanding  and  action  of 
France  and  England  may  prevent  the  dis- 
turbance of  the  present  time  from  extend- 
ing from  internal  conflict  to  external  war 
— in  the  anxious  hope  that  we  may  con- 
tinue to  preserve  that  peace  which,  with  the 
most  trifling  exceptions,  has  lasted,  I  may 
say,  for  upwards  of  thirty  years,  but  which 
has  certainly,  during  the  last  fifteen  years, 
been  peculiarly  maintained  by  the  good 
understanding  which  has  prevailed  between 
the  Governments  of  England  and  France. 
For  this  object  we  shall  be  happy  to  com- 
bine with  the  French  Government  in  en- 
deavouring to  extinguish  the  first  sparks  of 
war,  wherever  they  may  show  themselves, 
and  thus  to  prevent  a  conflagration  spread- 
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ing  throughout  Europe.  Notwithstanding 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  sneers,  then,  I  think 
that  this  is  conduct  of  which  any  Govern- 
nient  of  England  may  justly  feel  proud. 
As  to  the  particular  incidents  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  passed  over  in  rapid  suc- 
cession, they  are  all  explicable  on  the  ge- 
neral principle  to  which  I  have  referred. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  correct  in  his 
history  of  some  of  the  events  to  which  he 
alluded — the  expedition  to  Ancona,  for  in- 
stance, which  he  conceived  to  be  the  re- 
sult of  a  violent  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  two  Governments.  The  Govern- 
ment of  France  of  that  day,  at  least,  was 
not  a  Jacobinical  Government — it  was  not 
the  Goverment  which  had  imported  the 
razzias  of  Africa  into  the  streets  of  Paris, 
but  the  Government  of  that  Sovereign 
whose  wisdom  and  moderation  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  praised  in  the  highest 
terms.  It  is  gratifying  to  ^nd  that,  in 
spite  of  the  great  events  which  have  dis- 
turbed the  fabric  of  society  in  France — 
which  have  altered  the  Government  of  that 
country,  and  which  have  brought  into 
power  in  that  country  men  wholly  different 
from  those  who  have  of  late  years  wielded 
the  powers  of  Government  there — in  spite 
of  those  events,  which  might  have  been 
expected  to  produce  great  changes  in  the 
national  feeling  and  policy  of  France,  there 
still  exists  on  the  part  of  those  who  govern 
France,  and  I  am  happy  to  say  on  the  part 
of  the  majority  of  the  French  nation  also, 
a  frank,  loyal,  honest,  and  enlightened  de- 
sire that  the  policy  of  France  may  find 
itself  in  unison  with  the  policy  of  this 
country.  I  must  also  say  that  the  events 
of  the  last  few  months  show  the  extraordi- 
nary progress  which  civilisation  and  en- 
lightenment have  made  in  Europe  during 
the  last  half  century.  The  same  events 
which  have  lately  occurred  on  the  Continent, 
would,  if  they  had  taken  place  fifty  years 
ago,  have  involved  the  whole  of  Europe  in 
a  war  of  the  bitterest  nature  and  of  long 
duration.  Now,  however,  we  see,  that 
although  in  almost  every  country  of  Eu- 
rope events  of  the  mo^t  fundamental  char- 
acter have  occurred,  there  still  exists  in 
the  minds  of  the  majority  of  men  an  en- 
lightened and  sincere  desire  for  the  pre- 
servation of  external  peace.  It  is  consol- 
ing to  observe  the  tone  and  temper  of 
those  who  are  the  organs  of  the  French 
nation  in  the  present  Cabinet.  Instead  of 
turning  the  people  loose — as  was  done  at 
the  earlier  part  of  their  former  revolution 
— to  occupy  themselves  with  the  affairs  of 


other  countries,  they  are  now  bent  on  restor- 
ing and  maintaining  order;  and,  being  so 
occupied,  I  think  they  do  not  deserve  the 
taunting  sneers  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  applied  to  them.  The  French  Govern- 
ment is  anxiously,  wisely,  earnestly,  and 
courageously  employed  in  establishing  or- 
der— it  is  working  for  the  prosperity  of 
the  French  nation,  and  consolidating  the 
liberties  of  that  country;  and  I  think  such 
a  course  of  conduct  does  honour  to  the  men 
so  engaged,  whatever  may  have  been  their 
previous  conduct,  and  whatever  may  be 
the  course  in  which  they  have  antecedently 
embarked.  So  long  as  England  and 
France  act  together  for  the  preservation 
of  the  peace  of  the  world,  so  long  will  the 
efforts  they  make  be  honest,  sincere,,  and 
adapted  to  honourable  purposes.  It  is 
impossible  that  two  nations  like  England 
and  France  should  unite  for  any  purpose 
which  might  not  be  avowed  in  the  face  of 
all  mankind.  The  purpose  for  which  vre 
now  act  together  i»  of  that  description; 
and  I  trust  in  Heaven  that  it  may  be  suc- 
cessful. I  trust  that  the  moral  influence 
of  these  two  great  nations,  co-operating  for 
the  purpose  of  conducing  to  the  happiness 
and  tranquillity  of  mankind,  may  meet 
with  success.  At  all  events^  our  efforts 
wiU  be  steadily  and  zealously  directed  to 
that  end;  and  whether  we  succeed  or  fail, 
I  am  persuaded  that  the  deliberate  judg- 
ment of  Parliament  and  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  country  will  be,  that  we 
acted  right  in  making  the  effort. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  said,  if  the  discussion 
that  had  taken  place  was  productive  of  no- 
other  result  than  that  of  calling  attention 
to  the  foreign  affairs  of  this  country,  it 
was  not  made  in  vain.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Foreign  Secretary  was,  it  appeared, 
not  satisfied  with  utterly  failing  in  all  his 
endeavours  to  make  satisfactory  arrange^ 
ments  in  Spain  and  Portugal,  and  render- 
ing the  name  of  England  odiou»  from  one 
end  of  the  Peninsula  to  the  other,  but  he 
was  about  to  try  his  hand  in  the  affairs  of 
Italy,  and  embark  England  in  the  chaotic 
sea  of  trouble  that  existed  in  that  country. 
The  hon.  Member  exemplified  his  state- 
ment by  a  description  of  the  condition,  and 
particularly  the  party  quarrels,  in  Portugal 
and  Spain.  The  hon.  Member  also  re- 
ferred to  the  conduct  of  Sir  H.  Bulwer, 
which  he  severely  condemned.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  saying  that  he  sup- 
posed, with  much  regret,  that  the  equi- 
vocal way  in  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
answered  the  hon.  Gentleman  respecting 
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Britiah  iDterference  in  the  quarrels  of 
Naples  and  Sicily  would  not  tend  to  ren- 
der this  country  popular  in  Italy.  We 
should  he  there  encountered  hy  the  charge 
of  interfering  in  the  concerns  of  Italy,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  exercising  over  them 
such  a  moral  influence  as  England  ought 
to  exercise  over  the  world,  but  rather  for 
the  purpose  of  gratifying  our  ambition,  and 
getting  possession  of  Italy. 

House  resumed.  The  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE  IN  MUSSULMAN 
COUNTRIES. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  chair,  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply, 

Mr.  URQUHART  moved— 

"  That,  from  the  Correspondenoo  laid  upon  the 
table  of  this  House  in  reference  to  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade  in  Mussulman  Countries, 
h  appears  that  Her  Majesty*s  Servants  have 
adopted  proceedings  calculated  to  aggravate  the 
horrors  of  the  Traffic,  and  to  alienate  from  this 
Country  the  good-will  of  the  Governments  and 
Nations  so  interfered  with." 

In  introdnoing  this  Motion,  he  would  state 
to  the  House  that  there  was  a  very  essen- 
tial difference  between  slavery  in  the  East 
and  slavery  in  the  West ;  and,  taking  the 
contrast  presented  by  the  two  systems  of 
slavery  into  consideration,  it  would  be  seen 
that  a  very  gross  abuse  had  been  intro- 
duced into  that  House,  and  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  it.  He  knew  the  feelings  and 
habits  of  Eastern  countries,  and  he  could 
appreciate  the  offensive  character  of  our 
intervention.  The  case  which  he  had  to 
submit  was,  that  a  Government  of  this 
country  had  attempted  to  interfere  with 
the  slave  trade  in  a  manner  which  was  op- 

Eosed  to  the  laws  and  customs  of  other 
knds.  The  Government  had  gone  the 
length  of  threatening  with  confiscation  the 
property  of  those  countries  who  pursued 
that  trade,  and  it  had  even  stated  that  the 
abolition  of  the  slave  trade  was  the  inte- 
rest of  Islamism.  There  had  been  a  com- 
munication sent  from  the  Anti-Slave  Trade 
Society  to  the  representative  of  Great 
Britain  in  Turkey  on  this  subject;  and 
upon  that  communication,  the  Ambassador 
sent  a  letter  stating  that  since  that  House 
was  about  to  sanction  this  interference,  he 
might  mention  some  circumstances  with 
reference  to  the  opinions  of  the  principal 
persons  in  Turkey  on  the  subject.  The 
consideration  with  which  slaves  were  treat- 
ed in  Turkey  was  so  great,  and  the  num- 


ber of  slaves  so  large,  that  universal  con- 
fusion would  necessarily  follow  any  attempt 
to  change  the  general  system ;  and  Lord 
Ponsonby  further  added,  that  he  feared 
that  the  attempt  to  abolish  slavery  might 
give  offence,  if  urged  forward  with  impor- 
tunity.    He  (Mr.  Urquhart)  thought  that 
if  ever  philanthropy,  in  its  wildest  crusade, 
could  have  met  with  a  rebuff  whidi  would 
destroy  its  illusions,  it  would  be  in  the  re- 
ply of  Lord  Ponsonby.      The  philanthropy 
of  this  country  was  not  to  be  arrested  by 
reason,  nor  its  folly  by  argument;  and» 
consequently,  these  attempts  were  perse- 
vered in.      They  were  at  first  confined  to 
representations  of  the  evils  of  the  ilave 
trade,  and   a  request  that    some  of  ita 
abuses  might  be  modified.   So  far  aa  these 
negotiations  went,  he  should  abstain  from 
entering  upon  them,  or  their  success  ;  hut 
he  would  state  that  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment made  no  concession ;  and,  in  reply 
to  the  noble  Lord,  it  stated  that  it  oould 
not  give  way,  as  it  considered  the  slave 
trade  perfectly  legal.     The  expression  of 
Lord  Cowley,  in  his  letter  of  December  17, 
1847,  distinctly  conveyed  that  in  the  opin^ 
ion  of  the  Turkish  Government  this  trade 
was  quite  legal ;  and  further  informed  the 
Government  that  no  obstruction  whatever 
was  placed  by  the  Turkish  Government  in 
the  way  of  that  trade.     With  regard  to 
Persia,  it  would  be  found,  from  despatches 
sent  to  Lord  Palmerston,  that  the  Shah  of 
Persia  awaited  the  result  of  the  apfJSci^ 
tion  made  to  the  Porte  before  taking  any 
I  decided  step  in  the  matter.     In  the  first 
despatch  it  would  be  seen  that  the  Englisk 
I  Government  rested  its  application  upon  tiie 
'  condition   that   the   Turkish   Government 
I  should  accede  to  their  request  in  the  first 
I  instance ;  and  in  the  next  despatch,  the 
I  representative  of  England  in  Turkey  in- 
!  formed  the  noble  Lord  that  he  founded  his 
;  hopes  of  obtaining  some  concession  front 
the  Shah  upon  the  consent  of  the  Turkish 
Government  to  the  request  made  by  the 
British  Government.     In  an  enclosure  itt 
the  same  despatch  there  was  a  document 
from  the  Minister  of  the  country  to  our 
representative,    discussing    the    question 
upon  its  merits,  and  stating  that  the  slave 
trade  was  not  so  much  a  matter  affecting 
our  law  as  our  religion.     The  reply  of  our 
representative  expressed  a  distinct  threat^ 
by  stating  that,  if  the  Persian  ships  pro- 
ceeded to  the  coast  of  Africa  to  engage  in 
this  trade,  they  would  suffer  loss ;  dearly 
referring  to  the  risk  of  confiscation  by  the 
English  Government.      The  course  which 
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bad  been  punued  prostituted  our  diplo- 
macy to  the  purposes  of  an  unreasonable 
fianaticism,  and  to  an  endeavour  to  force 
upon  others  opinions  which  we  entertained 
contrary  to  their  customs  and  belief.  He 
then  came  to  a  further  portion  of  the  cor- 
respondence. In  an  enclosure  of  a  de- 
spatch of  1847,  they  would  find  what  was 
called  a  pledge,  on  the  part  of  the  Persian 
Government,  to  follow  the  decision  of 
Turkey.  On  reference  to  the  document, 
however,  it  would  be  found  that  the  agent 
of  the  British  Government  merely  felt 
himself  warranted  in  stating  that  the  ex- 
ample of  the  Porte  would  be  followed  by 
the  Shah.  The  question,  however,  took  a 
very  different  shape.  The  remonstrance 
addressed  by  the  British  Government 
against  slavery  was  presented  to  a  slave 
— for  the  Foreign  Minister  of  Turkey  was 
himself  a  slave — ^and  with  what  ear  could 
be  listen  to  such  a  remonstrance  ?  Why, 
in  the  East  the  punishment  reserved  for 
slaves  was  that  of  manumission.  That 
was  of  course  incomprehensible  to  us,  with 
our  ideas  of  Christianity  and  civilisation  ; 
but  in  the  countries  of  the  East  slavery 
was  a  condition  limited  and  defined  by  law, 
m  which  the  duties  of  religion  were  pre- 
scribed and  observed,  and  the  persons  sub- 
jected to  the  redemption  from  the  power 
and  protection  of  their  masters  were  con- 
sidered to  suffer  the  greatest  misfortune 
and  reproach.  In  Turkey  and  Persia  no 
one  sold  a  slave  without  a  character  of  re- 
proach attaching  to  him;  but  this  did  not 
interfere  with  the  legality  of  the  condition 
of  slavery.  The  noble  Viscount's  instruc- 
tions on  this  head  had  led  to  a  tedious, 
useless,  and  undignified  correspondence 
between  the  British  Ambassador  in  Persia 
and  the  Persian  Government,  full  of  in- 
consistencies and  contradictions,  in  which 
the  most  extraordinary  assertions  were 
made.  The  British  Minister  declared  to 
the  Government  of  the  Shah  that  Turkey 
had  come  to  an  agreement  to  abolish  the 
slave  trade — a  statement  which  was  quite 
without  foundation.  It  was  an  indubitable 
fact  that  the  intervention  of  England  on 
the  coasts  of  Arabia  and  Persia  to  put 
down  the  slave  trade  would  be  impossible, 
unless  we  chose  to  carry  there  another 
African  squadron.  The  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  that  part  of  the  world  had 
only  been  to  rouse  the  hostility  of  the  peo- 
ple of  those  countries,  who  were  strongly 
attached  to  the  institution  of  slavery.  And 
for  these  and  other  causes  he  had  named, 
he  now  asked  the  House  to  affirm  the  pro- 


position which  he  begged  to  submit  to  the 
House. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  The  hon. 
Member  has  stated  that  he  and  I  differ 
very  widely  on  questions  of  foreign  policy* 
You  are  very  well  aware  we  do,  and  never 
were  we  more  completely  at  issue  than,  as 
is  evident  from  his  speech  of  this  evening, 
we  are  upon  the  present  question.  It  is 
quite  clear,  from  the  speech  of  the  hon« 
Member,  that  whether  because  of  a  pecu- 
liarity in  his  natural  disposition,  or  owing 
to  habitual  associations  with  a  long  resi- 
dence in  Eastern  countries,  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  quite  enamoured  with  the  insti- 
tution of  domestic  slavery.  Now,  here 
there  is  an  inexorable  difference  between 
him  and  me.  I  own  I  have  a  great,  an 
unmitigable  detestation  of  all  slavery  what- 
soever, whetner  that  of  the  domestic  slave 
or  the  field  labourer;  and  while  I  admit 
that  the  constitution  of  that  bondage  to 
which  the  domestic  slave  is  subjected  differs 
from  that  which  the  field  slave  has  to  en- 
dure, I  nevertheless  maintain  that  the 
crimes  and  the  horrors  which  are  perpe- 
trated in  bringing  both  the  one  and  the 
other  into  the  market,  are  in  each  case  ex- 
actly the  same.  Therefore,  although  the 
eonsiderations  of  humanity  which  urge  us 
to  prevent  domestic  slavery  may  not  be 
quite  as  numerous  as  those  which  impel  us 
to  discourage  the  other  description  of  bon- 
dage, there  is  in  point  of  fact  as  strong  a 
motive  of  benevolence  in  the  one  case  aa 
in  the  other.  The  hon.  Member  disap- 
proves of  the  course  of  policy  we  have 
adopted  with  reference  to  the  suppression 
of  the  slave  trade  in  the  Eastern  countries. 
I  am  surprised  that,  in  speaking  of  lands 
in  which  he  passed,  as  he  has  often  given 
us  to  understand,  so  many  pleasant  hours, 
nay,  days  and  years,  he  did  not  think  fit 
to  include  them  in  the  category  of  culti- 
vated nations.  Yet,  so  it  is.  After  his 
bug  and  close  intimacy  with  them,  the 
hon.  Member  regards  them  and  speaks  of 
them  as  mere  and  absolute  barbarians. 
With  reference  to  the  spirit  of  the  ad- 
dresses which  have  been  adopted  by  Par- 
liament with  respect  to  the  slave  trade,  I 
regret  that  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon^ 
Member.  Neither  can  I  agree  with  him 
in  his  interpretation  of  the  general  wish  of 
the  English  people  on  the  subject  of  sla- 
very. It  is  my  impression  that  that  wish 
is  adverse  to  slavery.  I  think  it  is  al- 
most univcrsaDy  so ;  but,  nevertheless, 
there  may  be,  and,  indeed,  I  now  find  that 
there  is,  an  exception.     To  endeavour  to 
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persuade  all  nations,  as  well  Maliomcta!i 
as  Christian,  to  put  an  end  to  slavery, 
has  long  been  a  cherished  object  with  the 
Britisih  Government.  The  first  countrj  to 
which  we  addressed  ourselves  in  the  fur- 
therance of  that  ohji3ct  was  Timis,  and  we 
were  successful.  The  Bey  of  Tunis  agreeil 
with  the  English  Government  not  only  to 
abolish  the  slave  trado^  but  to  put  an  end 
to  the  **  institution"  of  slavery  altogether. 
There  we  gained  a  triumph,  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  proved  to  demonstration 
to  liave  been  wholly  impossible  in  a  Ma- 
lioraetan  country,  for  the  Bey  of  Tunis 
has  by  law  acknowlcdi^^ed  the  extinction  of 
slavery.  We  next  addressed  ourselves  to 
the  Sultan,  At  first  we  apprehended  that  it 
was  not  at  all  likely  that  we  should  succeed 
in  our  efforts  to  induce  him  to  restrain  and 
prevent  the  traflSc  in  slaves  amongst  his 
suVjects;  but  we  were  agreeably  deceived, 
for  after  long  and  painful  endeavours,  we 
did  at  length  succeed  in  inducing  him  to 
issue  a  firman  prohibiting  the  slave  trade 
in  the  eastern  seas.  The  next  Mnssulnian 
potentate  to  whom  we  applied  was  the 
Imaum  of  Muscat,  under  whose  authority 
tbo  slave  trade  was  conducted  at  sea  in  a 
manner  peculiarly  liarbarous  and  revolting, 
which  led  to  a  lavish  sacrifice  of  human 
life.  With  that  prince  also  we  have  been 
to  some  extent  successfuh  for  he.  too,  has 
issued  firmans  preventing  his  subjects,  with 
certain  limits,  from  trafficking  in  the  slave 
trade.  We  then  addressed  ourselves  to 
the  Arab  chiefs  in  the  Persian  Gulf  and 
the  neighbouring  coasts,  and  with  them  wc 
made  treaties,  by  which  they  engaged 
themselves  not  to  carry  on  the  slave  trade. 
We  then  went  to  Persia.  The  h on.  Mem- 
ber read  long  extracts  from  the  correspon- 
dence which  passed  on  this  subject  between 
the  Governments  of  England  and  of  Per- 
sia. I  cannot  say  that  I  at  all  regret  his 
having  made  such  copious  extracts  from 
the  despatches  of  Colonel  Sheilj  for  that 
officer  has  uniformly  discharged  his  duties 
in  the  most  exemplary  manner;  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  more  his  despatches  become 
known,  the  greater  the  credit  they  will 
reflect  upon  him.  Colonel  Sheil  laboured 
long,  and  with  great  assiduity,  to  persuade 
the  Persian  Government  to  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  the  Sultan  of  Turkey,  the 
Imaum  of  Muscat,  and  the  Arab  chiefs, 
by  taking  elective  measures  to  prevent 
the  subjects  of  the  Shah  from  carrying  on 
the  slave  trade.  The  hon.  Member  roundly 
asserts  that  there  was  no  promise  to  that 
eifect  on  the  part  of  the  Persian  Govern 


mcnt;  hut  I  take  leave  to  say  that  there 
was  such  a  promise,  and  Colonel  Slieil  has 
not  ceased  to  claim  tlie  faithful  performance 
of  it.  The  hen.  Member  has  carried  the 
history  of  the  transactions  between  us 
and  the  Persians  to  that  point  at  which  ho 
says  that  there  is  no  alternative  but  that 
the  Persian  Government  will  accept  the 
quarrel  which  he  says  we  have  prepared^ 
for  them,  and  throw  themselves  into  tlic 
arms  of  Russia,  rather  than  comply  with 
our  recpiest.  The  hon.  Member  has  built 
up  the  turris  exceUw  tahithv^  and  ho  would 
have  it  that  dehent  esse  tdliores.  He  ar- 
gues at  very  great  length,  and  with  very 
groat  labour,  that  it  is  impossible  that 
Persia  can  make  any  arrangement  with 
England  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade.  Nevertheless,  she  has  done  so. 
Had  the  hon.  Member  taken  the  pains  to 
consult  the  documents  which  were  laid  be- 
fore the  Slave  Trade  Committee,  he  would 
have  seen  there  a  communication,  by  which 
it  is  intimated  that  since  the  close  of  the 
eorrespondeoce  from  which  he  has  quo  ted « 
tlie  Shall  has  issued  a  firmau  to  prevent 
his  subjects  from  carrying  on  tlie  slave 
trade*  I  will  content  myself  with  these 
statements,  which  I  think  satisfactorily 
prove  that  we  have  taken  measures  to  pro- 
vide against  the  calamity  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  threatened  ua.  W^ith  re- 
gard to  what  the  hon.  Member  has  said  as 
to  the  operations  against  Herat  and  the 
Affghan  expedition,  1  think  it  only  neces- 
sary to  remind  the  House  that  we  have 
the  admission  of  the  hon.  Member  himself 
that  our  policy  in  that  ca^e  was  <|uite  de- 
fensible, inasmuch  as  that  the  Persian  ex- 
peditioD  against  Herat  was  in  point  of  fact 
an  attack  upon  our  Indian  possessions.  I 
am  happy  to  have  the  acknowledgment  of 
the  hon.  Member  that  we  were  right  in 
our  views  of  the  danger  which  then  im- 
pended, and  that  consequently  we  were 
justified  in  the  course  which  wo  adopted 
upon  that  occasion.  W^ith  these  observa- 
tions I  will  leave  the  Motion  in  the  bands 
of  the  Uouse. 

Loud  G.  BENTINCK  observed,  that 
during  the  last  fourteen  years  the  English 
Government  had  been  instrumental  in 
greatly  aggravating  the  sulferings  of  from 
80,000  to  100,000  human  beings.  These 
poor  creatures  had,  by  our  laws,  been 
juade  to  endure  great  torture  b^^  reason  of 
the  overcrowding  of  ships,  and  want  of 
water.  He  feared,  moreover,  that  he 
should  bo  justified  iu  asserting  that  there 
were  no  two  persons  iu  the  empire  who  had 
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done  more  to  increase  the  slave  trade  than 
the  nohle  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Ministry 
and  the  nohle  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  hy  advocating  the  admission 
of  slave-grown  sugar. 
Amendment  negatived. 

SUPPLY— MISCELLANEOUS  ESTIMATES 
—FOREIGN  AFFAIRS. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  the  question  that  57,500Z.  he  grant- 
ed for  the  salaries  of  the  Foreign  Office 
being  read, 

Mr.  banks  S  thought  the  House  had 
a  right  to  ask  what  were  the  instructions 
given  to  the  naval  officer  in  command  of 
our  fleet  off  the  coast  of  Italy,  and  whether 
he  had  instructions  to  prevent  the  landing 
of  the  Keapolitan  troops  upon  the  shores 
of  Sicily  ?  With  regard  to  Spain  and 
Portugal,  our  interference  had  not  been  at 
all  successful.  Would  the  noble  Lord  tell 
the  House  what  reparation  the  British  Go- 
vernment were  likely  to  receive  hereafter 
for  the  insult  which  had  been  put  upon  us 
by^he  Spanish  Government?  He  imputed 
no  olame  to  Sir  H.  Bulwer,  who  had  pro- 
bably only  done  what  had  been  done  be- 
fore, in  receiving  parties  who  were  compro- 
mised into  his  house.  We  were  also  par- 
ties to  treaties  with  Spain — the  Quadruple 
Alliance,  for  example — by  which,  in  the 
event  of  a  prince  who  was  now  in  this 
country  asserting  his  rights  to  the  crown 
of  Spain,  we  were  bound  to  give  aid  to  the 
existing  Government  of  Queen  Isabella. 
It  was  desirable  to  know  whether  the  ob- 
ligations which  Great  Britain  had  entered 
into  by  this  treaty  had  been  affected  by 
the  conduct  of  the  Spanish  Government  in 
the  expulsion  of  our  Ambassador.  He 
wished  the  noble  Lord  would  inform  the 
House  what  were  the  present  state  of  our 
relations  with  Spain. 

Mr.  MACGREGOR  thought  the  present 
a  fitting  occasion  for  adverting  to  the  ar- 
rest and  expulsion  from  Spain  of  Colonel 
Bristow,  a  British  subject,  who  had  been 
expelled  from  that  country  on  the  ground 
of  his  having  an  order  of  a  Spanish  Minis- 
ter for  the  claims  he  had  on  the  Spanish 
Crown.  Colonel  Bristow  had  never  med- 
dled with  the  political  affairs  of  that  coun- 
try, yet  he  was  arrested,  and  not  allowed 
to  go  to  his  house  to  get  his  clothes  or  to 
secure  his  papers.  He  was  afterwards 
conducted  by  the  police  to  the  frontiers  of 
France,  and  there  dismissed  without  money 
and  without  clothes,  and  without  any  charge 
being  made  against  him  of  any  kind  what- 


ever. He  trusted  that  the  case  of  Colonel 
Bristow  would  not  be  allowed  to  slumber. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  said,  those 
who  had  followed  the  course  of  events  be- 
tween this  country  and  Spain,  must  be 
perfectly  convinced  that  the  final  and  com- 
plete rupture  which  had  taken^  place  be- 
tween the  two  Courts  was  in  a  large  de- 
gree to  be  attributed  to  the  tone  and  man- 
ner of  the  debates  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  pending  the  discussion  between 
the  tw6  Governments.  He  regretted  that 
that  course  was  so  often  taken  both  in  that 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament;  and 
he  believed  it  to  have  been  of  more  fre- 
quent occurrence  during  this  Session  than 
in  any  other.  In  his  opinion.  Parliament 
ought,  in  foreign  affairs,  to  postpone  its 
judgment  of  the  conduct  of  Government 
until  the  matter  in  question  appeared  to 
be  concluded.  It  would  then  be  the  time 
for  censure  or  approval  of  their  conduct. 
The  Government  of  Lord  Liverpool  had 
continually  interfered  in  the  internal  affairs 
of  foreign  countries,  and  so  had  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  the 
most  pacific  of  all  Ministers.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  noble  Lord's  efforts  to  estab- 
lish constitutional  governments  in  other 
countries  had  all  failed,  and  that  des- 
potisms were  now  re-established  at  Madrid, 
at  Lisbon,  and  in  Greece.  He  deprecated 
the  introduction  of  such  discussions  in  that 
House. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  deprecated  discussion,  but  he  did 
not  deprecate  intervention.  For  fifty  years 
the  great  evil  of  our  foreign  policy  had 
been  our  constant  intervention  in  the  af- 
fairs of  other  countries;  and  if  there  were 
one  desire  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  this 
country  stronger  than  another,  it  was  that 
we  should  interfere  no  longer. 

After  a  few  words  in  explanation  from 
Sir  De  Lact  Evans, 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  said,  that,  as  re- 
garded  English  intervention  in  Portugal, 
the  effect  of  it  had  been  to  put  an  end  to 
a  fierce  and  bloody  civil  war.  He  begged 
to  draw  attention  to  an  occurrence  which 
had  been  reported  in  the  newspapers, 
namely,  that  a  part  of  the  Pontifical  States 
had  been  occupied  by  Austrian  troops. 
Considering  the  manner  in  which  his  Ho- 
liness had  discouraged  the  attack  upon 
Austria,  and  considering  the  weakness  of 
his  military  resources,  he  trusted  the  cir- 
cumstance of  the  occupancy  of  part  of  his 
territories  by  the  Austrian  troops  would 
not  be  lost  sight  of  in  the  friendly  negotia- 
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tions  about  to  be  entered  into  by  tbe  Go- 
vernments of  France  and  England. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  contended  that  the  in- 
tenrention  of  Bngland  in  the  affairs  of  Por- 
tugal had  certainly  not  given  free  institu- 
tions to  that  country,  but  had  entailed  an 
expense  upon  England  the  items  of  which 
figured  conspicuously  in  the  estimates.  As 
to  the  Spanish  affair,  he  did  not  think  the 
House  was  in  a  positfon  now  to  discuss  it. 
It  had  been  his  intention  to  vote  that  the 
proposed  grant  of  2,000^.  to  Lord  Minto 
be  disallowed;  but  after  hearing  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston) 
that  day,  his  views  had  been  completely 
altered;  and  if  the  peace  of  Europe  had 
been  maintained  so  eheaply,  he  should 
offer  no  opposition. 

VisoouKT  PALMERSTON  said,  the 
policy  of  the  Government  of  England,  not 
only  in  the  present  case,  but  in  all  former 
periods  of  our  history,  was  to  consider  the 
interests  of  England  as  deeply  concerned  in 
the  transactions  which  took  place  in  other 
countries;  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  to  have  regard  to 
those  interests;  to  take  such  measures  as 
might  appear,  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  moment,  to  be  necessary;  and  to  pre- 
serve those  interests  by  negotiation,  if  ne- 
gotiation were  sufficient,  or  by  other  me- 
thods should  negotiation  be  unavailing. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Bankes)  wished  to  know  what  was  the 
present  state  of  our  relations  with  Spain. 
The  present  state  of  our  relations  with 
Spain  was  this :  diplomatic  intercourse 
between  the  two  countries  was  suspended. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  wished 
likewise  to  know  by  what  means  a  British 
merchant  in  Spain,  if  he  suffered  wrong 
from  the  Government  of  that  country, 
could  obtain  redress.  We  had  a  consular 
officer  in  Spain,  and  it  was  his  duty  and 
peculiar  function  to  make  representations 
to  the  Spamsk  Government  on  such  mat- 
ters; and,  if  the  representations  of  our  con- 
sular officer  on  behalf  of  a  British  merchant 
were  not  attended  to,  it  was  well  known 
that  every  Government  possessed  means 
by  which  attention  could  be  enforced.  He 
(Lord  Palmerston)  did  not  consider  that 
the  treaties  between  the  two  countries  were 
abrogated  by  tbe  suspension  of  diplomatic 
intercourse.  When  the  Government  of 
Spain  should  appeal  to  the  Government  of 
England  for  the  execution  of  a  treaty 
which  the  Spanish  Government  should 
think  applicable  to  a  particular  case,  it 
would  be  for  the  British  Government  to 


consider  whether  it  governed  the  case  or 
not,  and  would  give  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment such  an  answer  as  thev  thought 
right.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  recollect  that  the  mere  signature  of 
the  Quadruple  Treaty  at  the  time  extin- 
guished a  civil  war  in  Portugal,  in  which 
families  were  arrayed  one  against  another; 
that  when  the  signature  of  the  Quadruple 
Treaty  was  known  ki  Portugal,  Don  Miguel 
agreed  to  evacuate  the  country.  Then  the 
hon.  and  leaned  Member  asked  what  be- 
nefit Portugal  had  derived  from  the  tranna* 
actions  of  last  year  ?  Why,  a  civil  war, 
which  would  have  been  moat  deeolating 
in  its  effects,  was  put  an  end  to.  He  woaU 
not  say  that  everything  had  been  done  in 
Portugal  precisely  as  Her  Majesty's  GrUh 
vemment  would  have  wished;  but  Portu- 
gal was  at  this  time  at  peace,  when  almost 
every  country  in  Europe  was  convulsed; 
and  although  some  things  might  have  bee» 
better  than  they  were,  yet  Portugal  waa  iH 
possession  of  constitutional  mstitutionia; 
and  he  knew  that  if  a  country  had  a  con- 
stitution founded  at  leaet  upon  ppp^r 
principles,  it  was  sure,  sooner  or  later,  to^ 
arrive  at  a  proper  condition,  and  to  obtain 
a  constitutional  and  representative  system 
of  government;  and  this  was  an  advantage 
for  which  any  country  that  obtained  ic 
ought  to  be  grateful  to  the  State  by  whose 
innaence  it  was  gained. 

Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK  felt  that 
no  apology  was  necessary  on  his  part  for 
rising  to  make  some  observations  as  to  the 
vote  of  57,5001.  for  the  Foreign  Office.  It 
was  the  special  duty  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  keep  a  strict  watch  on  the  conduct 
of  foreign  affairs,  as  they  might  entail  con- 
sequences which  would  be  attended  with 
the  largest  expenditure.  He  could  recol- 
lect tbe  time  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster  adopted  a  different  tone  from* 
what  he  did  at  present;  and  when  he  de- 
nounced the  despots  of  the  north  as  much- 
as  the  anti-constitutional  parties  in  Spain* 
and  Portugal,  and  when  he  took  the  lead 
in  a  sort  of  buccaneering  expedition  into 
Spain  in  favour  of  the  constitutional  party. 
He  would  not  go  back  to  the  affair  at  Ter- 
ceira,  or  tbe  untoward  affair  at  Navarino; 
but  ho  could  not  help  remarking  on  the 
singular  difference  in  the  conduct  of  Gen- 
tlemen when  their  friends  were  in  office, 
and  when  they  were  out.  The  poet  Moore= 
some  fifteen  years  ago  said — • 
**  As  bees  on  flowers  alighting  cease  to  hum. 
So  Whigs  in  place  installed  grow  dumb.'* 

lie  should  like  to  know  whether  the  me» 
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diation  of  England  had  been  requested  be- 
fore or  sinoe  the  noble  Lord  had  informed 
the  Aqstrian  Government,  bj  his  informa- 
tion to  the  Parliament  of  this  country,  that 
he  had  decided  to  join  with  France  in  the 
mediation  ?  But,  in  any  case,  he  main* 
tained  that  the  noble  Lord  was  not  in  a  po- 
Bition,  if  he  had  refused  his  mediation  and 
friendly  offices  to  Austria  in  the  day  of  her 
humiliation,  to  come  forward  now  and  claim 
hia  privilege  to  interfere,  when  Austria, 
unaided,  except  by  her  own  intrinsic  power, 
had  driven  her  rash  and,  he  would  say, 
saucy  invader  back  into  his  own  territory. 
Austria  might  fairly  say,  ''  I  have  strug- 
gled without  your  assistance,  and  I  have 
conquered.  I  will  not  now  admit  you  into 
any  arbitration.*'  It  was  a  generally  re- 
ceived rule  regarding  arbitration,  that  when 
it  was  not  accepted  in  the  fullest  sense  in 
which  it  was  offered,  it  was  not  binding. 
Again,  he  would  observe,  that  England 
was  bound  by  treaty  to  maintain  to  the 
Emperor  of  Austria  all  his  dominions  in 
Lombardy.  And  so  also  was  France 
bound  to  maintain  the  Austrian  dominions 
in  all  their  integrity,  as  settled  by  the 
Treaty  of  1816.  Of  what  use,  then,  was 
mediation  now  ?  By  the  law  of  nations, 
the  King  of  Sardinia  having  thought  fit  to 
invade  the  dominions  of  Austria,  the  Em- 
peror of  Austria  had  a  right  not  only  to 
drive  him  back,  but  to  follow  him  into  his 
own  dominions,  and  chastise  him.  He 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck)  wanted  to  know  were 
his  suppositions  regarding  the  sought-for  in- 
terference right  or  wrong  ?  Whether  the 
original  call  for  mediation  had  or  had  not 
come  from  Austria  direct,  and  whether  the 
latter,  which  was  now  under  consideration, 
had  not  come  only  from  Frankfort,  and 
not  from  the  Emperor  of  Austria,  who  was 
at  Innspruck  at  the  time  the  call  for  the 
interference  of  England  had  come  ?  As 
to  the  observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Mr.  Osborne),  that  '*  he  had 
intended  to  have  opposed  the  vote  of 
2,0007.  to  Lord  Minto,  but  that  he  had 
been  so  satisfied  by  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, that  he  would  not  now  offer  any  op- 
position to  it,*'  he  (Lord  G.  Bentmck) 
could  only  say  that  he  had  listened  most 
attentively  to  the  whole  debate,  and  he 
could  not  find  in  the  course  of  it  what 
Lord  Minto  had  done  to  preserve  peace, 
although  he  might  have  done  much  to  pro- 
mote the  rebellion  of  the  subjects  of  the 
King  of  the  Two  Sicilies.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Palmerston)  had  refused  to  answer 


the  questions  put  to  him  as  to  the  iostroo- 
tions  to  the  Queen  *b  Navy  now  acting  in 
the  Mediterranean ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  had  never  asked 
what  were  the  instructions  given  them  for 
the  future.  What  he  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  ask  was, 
what  were  the  acts  done  by  the  British 
Government  between  the  King  of  the  Two 
Sicilies  and  his  rebellious  subjeets  in 
Sicily?  It  was  too  commonly  reported 
not  to  be  true,  that  when  all  the  countries 
of  Europe  were  thrown  into  confusion  by 
the  sudden  and  unexpected  risings  of  the 
people,  and  when  the  Sicilians,  taking  the 
King  of  Naples  unawares,  succeeded  in 
overpowering  his  forces,  and  driving  them 
out  of  the  island,  that  the  Navy  of  the 
Queen  of  England  interposed;  and  when 
the  King  of  Naples,  recovering  from  his 
astonishment,  had  prepared  an  army  of 
30,000  men,  with  which  he  could  have 
soon  overpowered  the  insurgents,  that  Ad- 
miral Parker  appeared  in  the  Bay  of 
Naples,  and  that  a  message  was  sent  by 
a  most  befitting  messenger,  the  B%jXI  Dog 
steamer,  to  the  effect  that  if  the  forces  of 
the  King  proceeded  to  bombard  the  city 
— which  it  was  the  intention  of  the  King, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  rightful  and  legiti- 
mate authority  to  do,  in  order  to  reduce 
his  rebellious  subjects  to  obedience-^they 
would  be  opposed  by  the  forces  of  the 
Queen  of  England;  and  that  was  the  point 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire wanted  some  unequivocal  infor- 
mation from  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and  before  a  vote  was  come  to  upon  the 
estimate  before  the  Committee,  he  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck)  hoped  they  would  have  a  dis- 
tinct and  positive  answer  from  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
He  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  would  not  go  into  ^ 
the  question  relating  to  Spain  and  Por- 
tugal; but  he  could  not  help  wondering 
how  Her  Majesty  *s  Government  could  take 
credit  to  themselves  for  **  reform,  retrench- 
ment, and  non-intervention,"  after  what 
had  taken  place  lately  in  Portugal.  The 
noble  Lord  had  made  some  comments  upon 
certain  observations  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  our  relations  with  France.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Disraeli),  in  the  very 
outset  of  his  speech,  far  from  condemning 
any  alliance  with  France,  appealed  to  the 
times  of  our  most  powerful  governors — to 
the  times  of  Elizabeth,  of  Cromwell,  and 
of  Walpole — as  days  in  which  England 
had  sought  and  ehertshed  an  alliance  with 
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France.  What  the  hon.  Memher  for  Buck- 
inghamshire had  said  was,  not  that  they 
should  repudiate  an  alliance  with  France, 
hut  that  it  was  not  fitting  thej  should 
pander  to  the  restlessness  of  any  revolu- 
tionary republic  by  sacrificing  the  friends 
and  allies  of  this  country,  and  by  forget- 
ting treaties.  France,  and  every  other 
country  in  Europe  and  America,  should  be 
free  to  choose  her  own  institutions,  and 
her  people  should  be  left  to  use  their 
efforts  to  secure  to  themselves  liberty  and 
independence.  But  it  would  ill  become 
this  country  to  crouch  and  cringe  to  any 
people.  It  was  no  insult  to  tell  France 
that  she  would  be  impotent  for  oppression 
.abroad,  although  she  would  be  able  to 
stand  against  the  whole  world  in  arms  if 
they  attempted  an  invasion  of  her  terri- 
tory. What  his  hon.  Friend  contended 
against  were  allumees  for  purposet  <if 
mock  mediatioa  merely  to  concilimte  &e 
Republic  of  France.  His  bon.  Friend 
stated  that  the  ezdiequer  of  France  was 
in  no  condition  to  make  foreign  war,  and 
that  she  conld  not  afford  to  send  100,000 
men  to  Italy,  and  another  1 00,000  to  the 
Rhine.  But  he  (Lord  G.  Bcntinck)  trusted 
that  he  would  never  see  the  day  when 
England  should  prove  that  saying  of  the 
Duke  of  Sotomayer  to  be  true,  which  was 
now  considered  to  be  a  libel,  that  ''  the 
Government  of  England  was  haughty  to 
the  humble,  and  humble  to  the  haughty.** 
He  hoped  they  would  never  be  afraid  or 
ashamed  to  support  their  ancient  allies, 
although  they  should  be  called  upon  to  do 
so  in  the  day  of  their  need  or  their  diffi- 
culties ;  and  he,  for  one,  hoped  that  the 
day  would  never  come  when  they  would  be 
found  entering  upon  a  war  with  France, 
because  France  would  not  submit  to  any 
invasion  of  her  rights.  He  hoped  that, 
whilst  on  the  one  side  they  would  not 
crouch  or  cringe,  on  the  other  they  would 
not  in  any  way  discourage  the  established 
Governments  with  which  they  were  on 
friendly  teiins,  from  any  fear  that  France, 
in  her  restlessness,  might  disturb  the  bal- 
ance of  power  in  Europe.  The  way  to  be 
friends  with  France  was  to  tell  her  plainly 
that  we  knew  she  would  be  powerless 
against  the  world  in  an  unjust  cause — in  a 
war  of  oppression;  but  that  so  long  as  she 
was  contented  with  maintaining  her  own 
institutions,  and  her  own  independence, 
she  would  be  indomitable.  And  so  long 
as  she  was  content  to  maintain  her  own 
position  with  good  faith  towards  other  na- 
tions, he  (Lord  George  Bentinck)  trusted 


that  England  would  be  ready  to  stand  by 
France,  and  see  that  no  aggression  was 
made  upon  her  rights  and  independence. 
Before  the  question  upon  the  vote  is  put, 
let  me  have  a  distinct  answer  to  two  ques- 
tions. First  of  all,  am  I  to  understand 
that  Baron  Weisenberg,  Minister  of  Fo- 
reign Affairs  at  Frankfort,  was  authorised 
by  the  Emperor  of  Austria,  who  is  an  ally 
of  Queen  Victoria,  and  who  was  residing 
at  Innspruck,  to  treat  on  this  subject  with 
the  noble  Lord  ?  I  wish  to  know  if  he 
had  full  power  from  the  Emperor,  his 
master?  The  other  question  I  have-  t» 
put  is  this :  I  wish  to  know  whethar  the 
ground  upon  which  the  mediation  soagfat . 
by  Austria  of  England  was  not  agreed  to 
was,  that  England  made  it  a  tim»  qmi  fum 
that  Austria  should  rengn  a  large  portion 
of  those  territories  which  by  the  Treaty  of 
Paris  she  was  entitled  to  maintain  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  With  re- 
gard  to  the  first  question,  I  can  only  state 
that  the  communication  made  from  Baron 
Weisenberg,  through  Baron  Eohler,  was 
made  in  his  capacity  of  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  for  Austria.  He  was  at  Frankfort, 
but  he  is  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  for 
Austria.  With  regard  to  the  other  ques- 
tion, I  am  sure  my  noble  Friend  must  see 
that  it  would  be  improper  for  me  to  enter 
into  the  particulars  of  that  communiea^ 
tion. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Several  other  votes  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  One 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  August  17,  1848. 

MiNUTKS.]  Public  Bills.— 1*  Tithe  Rent  Chafget  4re.» 
(No.  f)  (Ireland);  Stock  in  Trade  Exemptions  Sheep 
and  Cattle  Importation  Prohibition;  Out  Peukment 
Militia  Pay. 
2*  Poor  Law  Union  Chargee  (No.  S) ;  Poor  Law  Union 
District  Schools;  Fisheries  (Ireland);  Registers  of  Sft- 
sines  (Scotland) ;  Court  of  Justiciary  (Scotland) ;  Insol- 
vent Debtors'  Court;  Honey  Order  Department  (Poit 
Office). 
3*  and  passed: — Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  i  Prodam*- 
tions  on  Fines  ((!ourt  of  Common  Pleas) ;  Churdiei  | 
Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland). 

Petitions  Prisintkd.  From  the  Clergy  and  Protes- 
tant Inhabitants  in  Ireland,  against  the  Present  System 
of  National  Education.— From  Lochlee,  Braes  of  Cromer, 
and  numerous  other  Places,  for  Facilitating  the  Attain- 
ment of  Sites  for  Churches  (Scotland).— From  the  Boston 
Poor  Law  Union,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law^ 
Union  Charges  (No.  f)  Bill.— From  a  Number  of  Mef^ 
chants,  Farmers,  and  Others,  of  Hastings  and  Saldiunt* 
complaining  of  the  State  of  Turnpike  Trusts  throughout 
England  and  Wales. 
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FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE, 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
said  that  this  was  a  suhject  which  had  for 
a  long  time  occupied  the  attention  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  thought  that  this 
Bill  treated  the  question  in  the  only  manner 
in  which  it  could  he  successfully  treated, 
and  he  hoped  that  it  would  he  unanimously 
agreed  to.  The  fisheries  in  Ireland  were 
of  considcrahle  value,  and  furnished  em- 
ployment to  several  thousands  of  the  lower 
classes.  The  increased  value  that  would 
he  given  to  them  under  an  improved  sys- 
tem of  management  would  he  immense. 
The  fisheries  in  Ireland  did  not  helong  to 
individuals,  hut  for  the  most  part  to  the. 
public.  The  proposition  to  carry  on  the 
fisheries  hy  means  of  voluntary  assessment 
had  been  tried,  hut  had  failed,  and  it, 
therefore,  became  necessary  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  up  the  subject.  The 
fisheries  were  to  be  placed  under  the  guar- 
dianship of  a  board  of  conservators,  to  be 
elected  by  persons  possessing  the  qualifica- 
tions set  forth  in  the  measure. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  He  believed  that  if  this  Bill 
had  been  proposed  for  any  other  part  of 
the  empire  but  Ireland,  it  would  not  for 
one  instant  be  entertained.  He  concurred 
with  his  noble  Friend  that  it  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  preserve  this  great 
national  interest.  He  thought  the  mea- 
sure proposed  a  most  unjust  one.  Here- 
tofore, when  dealing  with  property,  pro- 
perty was  considered  to  be  the  first  qualifi- 
cation. In  the  Bill  proposed,  the  qualifica- 
tion was  simply  the  possession  of  a  single 
fishing-rod.  Any  person  choosing  to  re- 
gister a  fishing-rod,  and  to  take  out  a 
license  for  one  pound,  became  qualified  to 
vote  at  the  election  of  conservators.  Al- 
though a  man  possessed  the  right  of  fishery 
under  a  grant  from  the  Crown,  he  might 
be  subject  to  a  tax  of  15^,  under  this  Bill, 
for  every  weir  he  used.  It  was  true  that 
that  sum  was  only  mentioned  as  the  max- 
imum ;  but  by  this  Bill  they  would  be  leav- 
ing to  the  representatives  of  fishing-rods 
the  great  power  of  declaring  what  the  sum 
to  be  paid  ought  to  be.  He  objected  to 
the  power  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  con- 
servators over  the  weirs  and  the  rivers,  the 
beds  of  which  might  bo  altered  in  anyway 
they  might  think  fit  to  order.  He  would 
abandon  his  opposition  to  this  Bill  if  it 
were  shown  that  it  was  authorised  by  the 
Commissioners.     He  asked  their  Lordships 


to  suspend  their  decision  upon  it  until 
early  next  Session,  fer  the  purpose  of  pro- 
curing the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners 
upon  it.  This  delay  could  cause  no  incon- 
venience, inasmuch  as  the  first  meeting  of 
conservators  under  the  Bill  was  appointed 
for  the  Ist  July  1849. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  believed, 
that  there  was  not  a  single  proprietor  of  a 
fishery,  nor  lessee,  who  did  not  give  his 
cordial  assent  to  this  Bill.  A  deputation, 
composed  of  Members  of  Parliament,  had 
waited  some  time  ago  on  the  Prime  Min- 
ister upon  this  subject,  entreating  him  to 
introduce  this  Bill  into  Parliament,  how- 
ever late  the  Session  might  be.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Glengall)  thought  the  measure  a 
most  valuable  one,  and  hoped  his  noble 
Friend  would  not  persevere  in  his  opposi- 
tion to  it. 

Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday/,  August  17,  1848. 

MiiruTBS.]  Public  Bills.— So  Fever  (Ireland) ;  Trans- 
fer of  Landed  Property  (Ireland) ;  Unlawful  Oaths  (Ire- 
land) ;  Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome. 
ReiH)rted.—CommoaM  Inclosure  (No.  S);  Metropolitan 
Commissions  of  Sewers;  Nuisances  and  Contagious 
Diseases;  Ecclesiastical  Patronage  Suits  Compromise 
(Ireland). 
30  and  passed :— Stock  in  Trade  Exemption;  Parodiial 
Debt  and  Audit;  Poor  Removal  (No.  f). 

PsTiTiONS  Prksbntko.  By  Mr.  Bright,  tram  the  Caa^ 
mittee  of  the  NewcasUe  and  Gateshead  ReUgiout  Vtm^ 
dom  Society,  for  the  Withdrawal  of  the  Rcglum  Domnn 
Grant— By  Mr.  Wyld,  from  Agenta,  Mlsen,  and 
Others,  connected  with  the  East  Wheal  Crofly  and  North 
Pool  Copper  Mines,  in  the  County  of  CocBwall,  against 
the  Copper  and  Lead  Duties  BilL—  By  Mr.  Hugh  Edward 
Adair,  from  several  Lodges  ot  the  Independent  Order  of 
Odd  Fellows,  for  the  Extensloo  of  the  Benefit  Societies 
Act.— By  Mr.  Cobdeo,  firom  the  Kdghley  DUtrict  of 
the  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  against  the  Pro- 
vident Associations  Fraud  Prevention  BilL— By  Mr. 
Hume,  ftom  Merchanto,  Shipowners,  and  Others,  of  JL 
Southwold,  in  favour  of  a  Better  Management  of  that  ^ 
Hartiour. 

STOCK  IN  TRADE  EXEMPTION  BILL. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  Stock  in  Trade  Exemption 
Bill, 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  he  had 
to  thank  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George 
Grey)  for  the  arrangement  by  which  he 
possessed  the  present  opportunityof  stating 
his  objections  to  the  measure  now  before 
the  House.  On  its  first  introduction,  in- 
deed, he  had  claimed  the  right  to  oppose 
it;  but,  though  his  opposition  was  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure — particularly  in 
its  relation  to  other  legislative  proceedings 
— he  had  been  willing  to  waive  the  express 
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Bion  of  his  objections  at  the  earlier  aud 
more  usual  stages,  because,  having  no 
hope  of  obtaining  in  the  present  Session 
the  remedy  which  he  sought,  he  was  chiefly 
desirous  of  some  opportunity — at  any  stage 
-—of  asking  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  general  question  involved  in  this  Bill. 
Now,  in  the  £rst  place,  though  this  was 
called  a  temporary  Bill — a  Bill  for  suspend- 
ing for  only  one  more  year  the  existing 
law  of  the  land — ^yet  he  must  remind  the 
House  that  it  was  not  less  than  the  ninth 
such  temporary  Bill,  which  they  had  suc- 
cessively passed,  to  suspend  in  continuity, 
from  time  to  time,  the  laws  affecting  the 
property  of  all  the  subjects  of  the  realm  of 
England  who  are  rateable  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor.  It  is  called  a  Bill  to  continue 
for  a  further  term  the  exemption  of  stock 
in  trade  from  liability  to  such  rating.  On 
the  direct  question  of  such  exemption,  he 
would  say  nothing  at  this  time.  It  was 
enough  for  him  to  say  now,  that,  whether 
such  exempfion  be  right  or  wrong,  the  law 
on  the  subject  is  by  the  present  course 
practically  altered  without  discussion,  and 
almost  without  notice,  by  this  system  of 
suspending  the  law  for  a  year,  year  by 
year,  continually.  The  House  concedes 
without  difficulty  what  is  asked  for  so  short 
a  period ;  and  particularly  when  it  is 
asked — as  was  the  case  in  the  first  Bills  of 
the  present  series— in  reference  to  some 
great  measure  which  was  to  settle  the 
whole  question,  but  which  was  not  then 
ready.  He  held,  however,  in  his  hand  a 
list  of  these  successive  renewals — from 
the  3  and  4  Vict.  c.  89,  to  the  10  and  11 
Vict.  G.  77;  and  the  great  final  and  reme- 
dial measure  was,  he  feared,  as  Httle  likely 
to  be  prepared  by  the  Government  now  as 
by  any  of  their  predecessors.  He  knew 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  rise  and 
state,  as  well  as  any  Minister  could  state, 
the  difficulties  which  attended  the  settle- 
ment of  this  question;  but  no  attempt  had 
yet  been  made  to  settle  it;  the  evil  con- 
tinued, and  he  complained  accordingly, 
that  the  law  of  the  land  was  substantially 
and  permanently  changed  by  these  suspen- 
satory  and  temporary  Acts.  Men's  minds 
got  accustomed  to  the  exemption  which  is 
tiius  created,  nominally,  for  a  season  only; 
and  by  and  by  it  will  be  said,  **  whatever 
the  law  may  have  been  before  1837,  no 
one  can  affirm  that  stock  in  trade  has  ever 
been  rateable  by  law  since  1837;  and  a 
generation  of  proprietors  has  grown  up, 
who  know  this  at  least,  if  no  more  than 
this,  that  such  property  has  never,  in  their 


time,  been  subjected  to  such  a  burden.'* 
It  is  not  necessary  to  consider  for  the  pre- 
sent whether  the  exemption  be  or  be  ncyt 
equitable;  it  is  enough  to  say,  that  Parlia- 
ment virtually  enacts  it-^without  notice, 
without  discussion,  and  without  any  con- 
sideration whatever  of  other  interests 
which  are  affected  by  such  exemption;  and 
all  this — merely  because  the  Bill  is  asked, 
year  by  year — for  one  year  only.  This 
principle  and  this  result  are  not  confined 
to  the  present  measure,  but  are  applicable 
to  all  such  legislation.  In  BiUs,  noweYer, 
which  affect  property,  as  the  Bill  now  oa 
the  table  does,  notoriously  and  avowedly, 
the  House  ought  always  to  recollect,  that 
if  a  given  sum  be  to  be  raised  from  a 
given  parish,  say  the  sum  of  2,000^  from 
five  occupants,  each  having  an  equal 
amount  of  occupancy,  and  if  each  oocii* 
pant  shall  pay  accordingly  the  sum  of 
400^.,  the  exemption  of  any  one  from 
his  liability  imposes  a  burden  of  25  per 
cent,  or  100^.  in  addition,  upon  each  of  the 
remaining  four.  So  that  the  exemption 
of  stock  in  trade  from  the  poor's-rate  of 
England  is,  as  the  House  will  see,  not 
merely  a  favour  rightly  or  wrongly  granted 
to  the  trading  interest,  but  it  involves  the 
imposition  of  a  pro  tanto  tax  on  the  agri^ 
cultural  interest.  Is  it  contended  by  any 
one  that  the  law  of  England  recognises 
the  exemption  of  stock  in  trade  from  liabi- 
lity to  the  poor's-rate  ?  If  it  be  so,  bring 
in  a  declaratory  Bill  to  that  effect,  rather 
than  this  Bill  for  suspending  the  law.  But 
no  lawyer  in  the  House — certainly  not  the 
eminent  person  who  discharges  with  so 
much  ability  the  functions  of  his  high 
office,  the  present  Attorney  General — will 
commit  himself  to  such  a  course;  or  will 
stand  up  in  his  place,  and  deny  the  posi- 
tion that  the  law  of  England  does  not 
recognise  the  exemption  of  stock  in  trade 
from  liability  to  the  relief  of  the  poor* 
That  point  at  least  was  decided  in  the  case 
of  the  Queen  v.  Lumsdaine :  though  the 
instant  passing  of  the  first  of  theso  tem- 
porary Acts  deprived  the  tithe-owner  of 
the  means  of  profiting  by  the  law  laid 
down  in  that  case.  His  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  would  well  re- 
member the  breathless  haste  with  which 
the  law — so  declared  by  the  Court — waa 
sought  to  be  set  at  naught;  for  a  Bill — 
practically  getting  rid  of  that  law-p-having, 
though  it  passed  this  House,  been  thrown 
out  by  the  Lords — the  ordinai:y  forms  of 
proceeding  were,  if  he  recollected  rightly, 
suspended  here;   and  the  earliest  of  the 
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series  of  these  suspendiDg  Acts  was  hur- 
ried through  in  the  very  last  days  of  the 
Session.  Let  no  one  suppose,  because 
the  clerical  owners  of  tithe  rent-charge  are 
largely  injured  by  the  present  system,  that, 
therefore,  he  wished  the  clergy  to  be  ex- 
empted from  any  liability  to  which  their 
fellow-subjects  were  exposed.  No  such 
thing.  In  fact,  the  question  to  which  he 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
was  not  one  of  profession  but  of  property. 
He  wished  no  more  than  a  fair  equality  in 
a  certain  rate  upon  property.  So  far  as 
he  understood  the  case,  the  holder  of  a 
tithe  rent-charge  is  assessed  upon  a  much 
larger  proportion  of  his  gross  receipts  than 
the  owner  of  any  other  property  assessed  for 
local  purposes.  Now,  what  are  the  facts  ? 
The  clergy  are  above  20,000  in  number; 
about  half  of  that  number  hold  benefices — 
he  took  the  figures  from  the  able  and  cele- 
brated pamphlet  of  the  Rev.  R.  Jones  on 
this  subject — ^and  of  those  benefices  nearly 
one-half,  that  is  4,861,  are  under  200^.  per 
annum.  Is  that  an  income  which  ought 
to  sustain  any  special  burthen  ?  Again, 
the  income  of  the  clergy  is  connected  with 
their  personal  labour;  the  poor*s-rate  upon 
their  income  is,  therefore,  pro  tanto,  a 
rate  or  tax  upon  their  wages,  in  respect  to 
which  the  exemption— even  where  given — 
is  insufficient.  Does  the  law  deal  so  with 
any  other  class  of  property  ?  No.  Again, 
is  it  then  wished  that  the  tithe-owner 
should  pay  less  than  his  neighbour  in  pa- 
rallel circumstances  ?  No.  Nothing  more 
is  wished  than  that  the  principle  upon 
which  the  tithe-owner  was  rated  before  the 
passing  of  the  Commutation  Act,  should 
be  maintained.  It  was  so  enacted,  not 
vaguely — not  by  words  of  loose  construc- 
tion— ^but  by  two  clauses  introduced,  speci- 
fically, and  after  debate,  for  the  express 
purpose  of  protecting  the  tithe-owner.  The 
first  is  Clause  69  in  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act  1836,  which  received  the  Royal  as- 
sent on  the  13th  August  in  that  year  : — 

**  And  be  it  enacted,  That  every  rent-clia-ge 
payable  as  aforesaid,  instead  of  tithes,  shall  be 
subject  to  all  Parliamentary,  and  county  and  other 
rates,  charges  and  assessments,  in  like  manner  as 
the  tithes,  commuted  for  such  rent-charge  have 
heretofore  been  subject." 

The  second  is  Clause  1  of  the  Parochial 
Assessment  Act,  which  received  that  as- 
sent six  days  later.  Yet  by  the  actual 
operation  of  the  existing  law,  the  tithe- 
owner  is  rated  upon  the  whole  of  his  in- 
come, while  the  tithe-payer  is  rated  at  one- 
half  only,  for  example,  or  one-third,  that 
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is,  his  rent.  There  are  instances  which  he 
had  quoted  on  former  occasions,  in  which 
the  proportion  or  rate  on  the  holder  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  was  doubled,  and  more 
than  doubled,  as  compared  with  the  rate 
before  1836:  in  one  case,  which  was 
stated  to  him,  nearly  trebled;  St.  Mewan, 
in  Cornwall,  from  S5l  lOs,  to  230?.  He 
perceived  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Sir  George  Grey)  intimated  that 
this  was  a  wrong  which  the  passing  of  the 
temporary  Suspension  Act,  like  that  now 
before  the  House,  did  not  create,  and 
which  the  rejection  of  the  present  Bill 
would  not  remedy.  He  admitted  it  in 
the  letter;  but  he  contended  that  the  le- 
gislation of  which  this  Bill  was  a  part, 
was  not  merely  practically  but  advisedly 
defective.  He  could  not  forget  how  mea- 
sures had  been  introduced  into  this  House 
by  Members  among  the  highest  in  talent, 
station,  and  character,  the  direct  effect  of 
which  would  have  been  to  alter  the  law 
affecting  property,  for  the  benefit  of  their 
own  class,  and  to  the  injury  of  another. 
The  Bills — for  the  attempt  was  repeated 
in  another  Session — did  not  eventually 
pass;  and,  at  all  events,  he  did  not  mean 
to  compare  the  case  to  which  he  referred, 
as  equal  in  intensity  to  the  famous  law  of 
agistment  in  the  Irish  Parliament  about  a 
hundred  years  ago.  But,  in  this  point, 
the  two  measures  were  alike;  that  both 
were  the  measures  of  a  class.  In  the  in- 
stance of  which  he  was  speaking,  it  was 
the  landowners,  not  merely  represented 
here,  but  constituting  the  immense  ma- 
jority of  this  House,  against  a  body  of 
men  not  one  of  whom  can  even  enter  this 
House,  and  who  have  not,  as  a  body,  one 
single  representative  here.  It  is  cl 
that  the  con^nued  exemption  of  stock 
trade  from  a  liability  to  the  payment  of  a 
rate  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  does  not  di- 
rectly affect  the  question  as  to  the  propor- 
tion at  which  tit^e  rent-charge  ought  to  be 
rated  to  such  relief;  but,  indirectly,  the 
exemption  of  any  one  species  of  property 
necessarily  affects  the  burthen  on  all  the 
rest.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  the 
question  of  rating  all  visible  property;  he 
did  not  refer,  except  incidentally,  to  the 
famous  thousand  guinea  case;  money, 
which,  because  it  was  in  a  drawer  in  a 
particular  parish,  was  rated,  while  the 
owner  of  five  tbousand  pounds  deposited 
in  a  bank  in  the  next  parish  was  not 
rated.  He  contended  merely  that  where 
any  two  persons  were  rated  in  respect  to 
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any  property,  they  should  be  rated  equally : 
and,  further,  that  there  was  no  reason  in 
principle,  and  no  authority  in  the  law  of 
England,  why,  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
of  England,  all  its  visible  property  should 
not  be  rated.  He  might  go  further;  but 
he  stopped  here.  And  as  to  the  alleged 
difficulty  or  impossibility  of  ascertaining 
the  value  of  stock  in  trade,  he  could  only 
gay,  that,  when  by  Schedule  D  they  had 
ascertained  the  profits  of  trade  under  the 
Property  Tax  Act,  there  could  be  little 
further  difficulty  in  establishing  a  mode 
by  which  the  visible  property  of  trade  in  a 
particular  parish  might  be  assessed  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor  in  such  parish.  With  this, 
however,  he  did  not  at  present  mean  to  in- 
terfere, though  it  bore  more  directly  on 
the  Bill  before  them,  than  the  inequality  of 
which  he  rose  to  complain  :  but  he  did  not 
propose  to  add  any  species  of  property  to 
those  which  were  already  rated.  He  did, 
however,  propose,  that  those  which  were 
rated  should  be  rated  equally;  and  should 
be  rated  upon  the  same  relative  propor- 
tions which,  when  the  general  security  of 
the  tithe  of  England  was  exchanged  for  the 
present  rent-charge,  were  specifically  es- 
tablished for  the  protection  of  the  weaker 
party.  He  knew  that  he  could  not  hope 
to  effect  this  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  or  by  any  proceedings  in  reference 
to  the  present  Bill;  but  he  did  trust  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George  Grey) 
would  be  able  to  state  that  he  would  take 
into  full  consideration  the  whole  question 
of  the  rating  of  England  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor;  and  would  be  prepared,  in  the 
next  Session,  to  bring  in  a  general  mea- 
sure to  effect  that  great  purpose. 

Sir  G.  grey  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  inconvenience  of  these 
annual  suspensions.  He  h^ped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  overlook  the  fact  that 
the  present  Bill  did  not  affect  tithe;  and 
was  one  of  those  measures  which  just  at 
present  could  not  be  placed  upon  a  perma- 
nent footing.  Still  he  was  perfectly  wil- 
ling to  admit  that,  at  an  early  period  of 
the  ensuing  Session,  the  subject  ought  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  Parliament.  But 
it  was  a  matter  upon  which  he  could  make 
no  distinct  promise. 

DERBY  WRIT. 
Mr.  NEWDEGATE  was  sorry  to  find 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  disposed 
to  delay  the  issue  of  tlie  writ  for  Derby. 
The  conduct  of  the  Government  upon  this 
question  had  beenvery  extraordinary.    On 


the  17th  of  April  they  opposed  the  isand  of 
the  writ;  on  the  1st  of  June,  with  the  ain^ 
gle  exception  of  the  Solicitor  General,  the 
Members  of  the  Government  then  present 
supported  it,  the  Home  Secretary  and 
others  who  had  before  voted  against  H 
voting  for  it;  on  the  16th  of  June  tlui 
Home  Secretary  and  other  Membem  of 
the  Government  voted  against  it;  on  the 
23rd  of  June  the  Members  of  the  Govern* 
ment  then  present,  with  the  exception  ol 
the  Solicitor  General,  voted  for  it,  Kew 
writs  had  issued  for  other  boroughs  which 
stood  on  the  schedule  to  the  Oorrupt 
Practices  Bill,  and  where  the  Membera 
were  unseated  for  treating  or  for  brit 
bery,  under  much  more  aggravated  eir* 
cumstances.  Derby  ought  not  to  be 
made  an  exception;  the  report  merely 
suggested  that  a  practice  had  prevuled 
there  of  appointing  and  paying  freemen 
as  messengers,  which  might  come  within 
the  terms  of  the  noble  Lord's  Act — en  Act 
ho  had  himself  admitted  to  be  so  strict  as 
to  need  explanation,  if-  not  modifioation« 
The  Corrupt  Practices  Bill,  if  passed* 
would  not  suspend  the  writ;  and  tnat  bo* 
rough  ought  to  have  its  representatives  to 
defend  it  in  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem* 
bcr  concluded  by  moving  that  a  new  writ 
be  issued  for  the  electing  of  two  burgesses 
to  serve  in  Parliament  for  Derby,  in  the 
room  of  Mr.  Strutt  and  Mr.  Gower. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  would  not  ocenpy 
time  by  defending  the  votes  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  on  this  subjeol* 
but  would  content  himself  with  saying, 
that  having  twice  voted  for  issuing  the 
writ,  he  could  not  be  supposed  to  be  pre* 
judiced  against  that  course.  But  the 
House  having  several  times  decided  that 
the  writ  should  not  be  issued,  it  was  a 
question  proper  to  be  considered,  what 
ought  to  be  done  in  conformity  with  those 
decisions.  Now,  there  was  a  Bill  before 
the  House  for  instituting  an  inquiry  with 
respect  to  this  borough;  when  that  Bill 
had  passed,  it  would  be  settled  what  mode 
of  inquiry  was  to  be  adopted,  and  there 
would  then,  as  he  thought,  be  no  sufficient 
objection  to  the  issue  of  the  writ.  In  the 
mean  time,  he  would  move  that  this  debate 
be  adjourned  till  Thursday  next. 

Mr.  G.  BANKES  reminded  the  Honse 
that  one  borough  was  rescued  from  the 
schedule  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill  by 
the  interposition  of  a  Member  for  that 
place;  Derby  ought  to  have  the  same  op- 
portunity. It  was  not  certain  that  the 
Corrupt  Practices   Bill  would  pass  this 
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Souse;  and  there  was  a  moral  certainty 
that  it  would  not  pass  the  other  House  this 
Session,  unless,  indeed,  there  was  to  he  an 
adjournment  instead  of  a  prorogation.  Some 
of  these  horoughs  would  demand  to  he 
heard  at  the  bar  of  the  other  House  before 
being  condemned. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  to 
mean,  that  in  case  the  Bill  should  not  pass, 
the  writ  ought  to  issue,  the  only  object  in 
ih«  postponement  being  to  ascertain  what 
course  the  House  would  take  with  respect 
to  an  inquiry.  It  was  not  proposed  to  wait 
till  the  BiU  bad  the  assent  of  the  other 
House,  which,  however,  would  not  be 
likely  to  refuse  its  sanction  to  such  a 
Bill  when  sent  up  from  this  House. 

SibR.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  the  oppo- 
sition of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
would  have  surprised  him  less,  if  the 
grounds  on  which  it  rested  had  been  dif- 
ferent. He  could  well  have  understood, 
if  the  Bill  to  prevent  corrupt  practices  at 
elections  had  not  only  passed  this  House, 
but  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Upper 
House,  and  was  proceeding  regularly  and 
successfully  there,  that  his  noble  Friend 
might  fairly  have  said,  that  a  measure 
affecting,  it  might  he,  the  future  constitu- 
ency of  Derby,  or,  at  all  events,  the  exer- 
cise of  the  elective  franchise  there,  was  so 
far  advanced  in  its  stages,  that  it  would 
beoome  the  law  of  the  land  in  another 
week;  and,  therefore,  till  the  expiration  of 
that  week,  it  was  inexpedient  to  issue  a 
writ  for  a  borough  so  circumstanced.  But 
the  case  was  here  entirely  different;  the 
Bill  had  not  yet  passed  this  House;  and  in 
its  actual  state  was  worth  no  more  than 
the  paper  on  which  it  was  written;  indeed, 
not  so  much,  since,  unless  it  should  become 
law,  it  was  spoilt  for  paper,  and  was  good 
for  nothing  as  a  statute.  If  the  resolutions 
of  either  House  did  not  constitute  law,  so 
in  like  manner  the  Bills  of  either  House 
were  absolutely  valueless,  until  adopted  by 
the  other  House,  and  enacted  by  the  Crown. 
Under  these  circumstances,  and  believing 
that  the  exercise  of  the  elective  franchise 
was  a  right,  a  privilege,  and  a  duty,  and 
that  no  subject  who  is  entrusted  with  it, 
ought  to  he  deprived  of  it  for  a  single  day, 
unless  on  grounds  not  of  expediency,  but 
of  justice;  and  believing,  further,  that  no 
such  grounds  exist  in  the  present  case,  and 
that  the  proportion  of  the  guilty  in  the 
late  election  was  a  mere  fraction  compared 
with  the  guiltless,  he  was  prepared  to  vote 
fQr  the  issue  of  the  writ. 


Mb.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  could  not 
see  any  connexion  between  the  question 
before  the  House  and  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Bill;  that  was  not  a  Bill  to  do  any-i 
thing  to  Derby  in  particular,  but  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  eight  or 
nine  boroughs,  new  writs  having  been  is- 
sued for  all  of  them  except  Derby  an4 
Leicester,  and  issued  for  some  of  them 
under  circumstances  much  worse,  so  far  aa 
they  yet  appeared,  than  in  the  case  of 
Derby.  The  passing  of  the  Bill  would  bo 
as  safe  if  this  writ  issued,  as  if  it  did  not. 

Mr.  W.  p.  WOOD  thought  the  ques- 
tion had  a  great  deal  of  connexion  with 
the  Bill.  It  was  not  impossible  that  the 
same  course  might  be  taken  in  this  in- 
stance as  in  that  of  Yarmouth.  The  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  would  have  a  moral  effect 
on  the  conduct  of  the  freemen  at  the  next 
election. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  did  not  perceive  that  the  cases  of 
Great  Yarmouth  and  Derby  were  quite 
dissimilar.  In  the  case  of  Great  Yar- 
mouth, a  Bill  was  introduced  for  the  dis- 
franchisement of  the  freemen,  and  that 
Bill  had  passed  into  a  law;  but  nothing  of 
the  kind  had  been  proposed  with  respect 
to  Derby.  It  was  futile  to  talk  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  having  a  moral  effiect 
upon  the  freemen  of  Derby,  because  the 
inquiry  which  would  take  place  would  have 
reference  only  to  the  past.  The  Solicitor 
General  contended  that  the  House  waa 
justified  in  suspending  writs  when  Com- 
mittees recommended  that  course  to  be 
taken;  hut  the  Committee  on  the  Derby 
case  had  not  recommended  the  suspension 
of  the  writ,  and,  therefore,  he  was  justi- 
fied in  claiming  the  hon.  and  learned  Gai|» 
tleman*s  vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  debate  be  adjourned:  —  Ayes  35; 
Noes  43 :  Majority  42. 
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GroBvenor,  Lord  R. 
Grosvenor^  Bail 
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Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Bemal,  R. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bright,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
CampbeU,  hon.  W.  F. 
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Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam.  T.  £. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Jeryis,  Sir  J. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lushington,  C. 
Maher,  N.  V. 
Mandes,  R.  D. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Mathcson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Norreys,  Lord 
OJBrien,  T. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Parker,  J. 
Pearson,  C. 
Power,  Dr. 
Raphael,  A. 
Rich,  H. 


Romilly.  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord~^. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Someryille,rt.  hon.SirW, 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Tenison,  £.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Tufhell,  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Ward.  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
WiUcox,  B.  M. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wrighteon,  W.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Wood,  W.  P. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
BUokstone,  W.  S. 
Brisco,  M. 
Burrell.  Sir  C.  M. 
Cabbell,  B.  B. 
Christy,  S. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dodd,  G. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grogan,  £. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 

Debate  adjourned. 


Hotham,  Lord 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E.' 
Lygou,  hon.  Gen. 
Mandevillc,  Visot. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Napier,  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pinney,  W. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
ToUemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Verner,  Sir  W. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyvyan,  ^ir  R   R. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 

TELLERS. 

Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Spooner,  R. 


CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  further 
considering  the  Report, 

Sir  H.  HALFOKD  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  circumstance  affecting 
the  purity  of  election.  On  the  31st  of 
May  last,  the  two  sitting  Memhers  for  the 
horough  of  Leicester,  of  whom  Mr.  Gard- 
ner was  one,  were  unseated  hy  an  Election 
Committee  for  acts  of  hrihery  committed 
through   their  ogents.     About  a  month 


afterwards  it  was  necessary  to  appoint  a 
Post-office  messenger  to  carry  letters  be- 
tween Market  Harborough,  and  the  vil- 
lage of  Kelworth.  The  inhabitants  of  the 
village  unanimously  recommended  a  per- 
son named  Brent,  in  whom  they  had  con- 
fidence, to  the  Postmaster  General,  re- 
questing he  would  appoint  him  to  the  situ- 
ation. An  answer  was  received  from  the 
Postmaster  General,  stating  that  the  ap- 
pointment was  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Gard- 
ner. Mr.  Brent  was  superseded  in  faTOor 
of  William  Newby.  The  inhabitants  of 
Kelworth  addressed  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral on  the  subject,  and  received  a  reply, 
which  he  held  in  his  hand;  it  was  sealed 
with  Lord  Clanricarde's  seal,  had  his  name 
in  the  comer,  was  dated  the  24th  of  July, 
and  was  couched  in  the  following  terms : — 
'*  Lord  Clanricarde  has  directed  me  to  acknow- 
ledge the  receipt  of  your  letter,  dated  the  18Ui 
inst.,  and  to  inform  you  that  the  sitaation  to 
which  you  refer  was  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Mr. 
Gardner,  and  filled  up  hy  the  appointment  of 
William  Newhy  upon  his  rcconmiendation. — I  am 
your  obedient  servant, 

"  G.  E.  CoBifWELL,  Private  Seoretmrj." 

He  was  informed  that  Newby  was  the  bro- 
ther of  a  freeman  of  Leicester  who  voted 
for  Mr.  Gardner.  Newby  was  a  respect- 
able man;  but  so  was  Brent;  and  no  rea- 
son was  given  for  displacing  the  latter, 
except  to  make  room  for  Mr.  Gardner's 
nominee.  He  had  been  disposed  to  give 
the  noble  Lord  credit  for  being  actuated 
by  a  sincere  desire  to  put  a  stop  to  corrupt 
practices  at  elections;  but  he  could  not 
extend  the  same  charitable  belief  to  the 
Post-office  department;  and  he  thought 
that  the  answer  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  formerly  made  on  be- 
half of  the  Postmaster  General  was  indi- 
rect and  evasive.  He  called  upon  the  no- 
ble Lord  to  declare  that  the  Government 
patronage  should  not  be  again  disposed  of 
in  a  similar  way. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that,  from 
the  inquiries  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made, 
he  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  person 
appointed  to  the  situation  was  respectable, 
and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  politics  of 
the  borough  of  Leicester.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet now  stated  that  he  was  the  brother 
of  a  freeman  of  Leicester;  and  he  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  was  of  opinion,  that  if  that 
fact  was  known  to  Lord  Clanricarde,  his 
Lordship  ought  not  to  have  listened  to 
Mr.  Gardner's  recommendation  in  his  fis- 
vour.  He  believed,  too,  that  at  the  time 
Lord  Clanricarde  was  ignorant  that  Mr. 
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Gardner  had  been  unseated,  because,  in 
his  letter,  which  was  written  a  month  after 
the  report  of  the  Committee,  he  spoke  of 
that  gentleman  as  the  Member  for  the 
borough  of  Leicester.  Lord  Clanricarde 
had  doubtless  pursued  the  usual  course  in 
such  cases;  and,  having  received  a  re- 
commendation from  a  gentleman  whom  he 
believed  to  be  the  Member  for  Leicester, 
he  made  inquiry  into  the  fitness  of  the 
person  recommended  for  the  office,  and, 
oeing  satisfied  on  that  head,  appointed 
him.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  meant  to  lay 
down  this  rule — that  after  a  gentleman 
had  been  unseated  on  the  ground  of  bri- 
bery through  his  agents,  the  Post  Office, 
being  aware  of  the  circumstance,  ought  not 
to  attend  to  his  recommendations,  he  en- 
tirely concurred  with  him.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  hon.  Baronet  meant  to 
say  that  the  Postmaster  General  was  not 
to  take  the  recommendation  of  any  Mem- 
ber for  a  borough,  but  must  attend  only 
to  the  recommendations  of  his  political 
enemies,  he  begged  leave  to  dissent  from 
that  proposition.  He  was  fully  convinced 
that  in  what  had  taken  place.  Lord  Clan- 
ricarde and  the  Post-office  authorities  had 
no  wish  to  sanction  the  corrupt  proceed- 
ings which  had  occurred  at  the  last  elec- 
tion for  Leicester. 

Report  agreed  to. 

Amendment  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS  WITH  THE 
COURT  OF  ROME  BILL. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said:  Sir,  in 
rising  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  go  into  any 
historical  details,  or  to  trespass  for  any 
length  of  time  on  the  attention  of  the 
House.  In  point  of  fact,  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  appears  to  me  that  this 
change  or  declaration  of  the  law  is  neces- 
aary,  are  so  plain  and  so  simple,  and  lie 
so  entirely  on  the  surface  of  the  thing, 
that  it  cannot  be  requisite  to  have  recourse 
to  any  abstract  or  refined  arguments  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  the  expediency  of 
the  measure  I  am  about  to  introduce  to 
the  House.  Doubts,  and  doubts  only, 
have  existed,  whether,  upon  the  interpre- 
tation to  be  put  upon  words  in  ancient 
Acts  of  Parliament,  it  is  or  is  not  lawful 
for  the  Sovereign  of  this  country  to  hold 
diplomatic  intercourse  with  the  Court  of 
Rome.  I  believe  that  the  chief  doubt 
has  arisen  on  the  construction  of  the 
word  "communion;*'  upon  the  plain  in- 
terpretation of  that  section  of  the  law 


which  prohibits  the  Sovereign  of  these 
realms  from  holding  communion  with  the 
Court  of  Rome.  In  my  view,  the  only 
meaning  of  such  law  must  have  been  to 
support  that  principle  which,  I  admit,  is 
the  fundamental  principle  of  our  constitu- 
tion— that  the  Sovereign  must  be  of  the 
Protestant  religion;  and  the  communion 
contemplated  by  that  Act  I  hold  to  be  a 
spiritual  communion,  and  not  that  which 
is  meant  in  common  and  vulgar  parlance, 
namely,  an  intercourse  and  exchange 
of  communications.  But,  be  that  as  it 
may,  doubts  having  arisen,  it  has  been 
deemed  expedient  to  propose  to  Parlia- 
ment this  measure*  to  remove  those  doubts, 
by  declaring  diplomatic  intercourse  and 
relations  between  the  Sovereign  of  this 
country  and  the  Sovereign  of  the  Roman 
States  to  be  lawful.  There  can  arise,  as 
I  conceive,  only  two  questions  on  this  mea- 
sure. The  first  is,  what  objections  can  be 
urged  against  it? — the  next  is,  what  advan- 
tage would  accrue  from  it  ?  Now,  the  only 
objections  that  present  themselves  to  my 
mind  as  capable  of  being  urged  against  it 
would  be  objections  founded  upon  the  prin- 
ciple to  which  I  have  adverted — objections 
founded  on  the  assumption  that  a  Bill  le- 
galising the  exercise  of  diplomatic  inter- 
course between  the  Crown  and  the  Sove- 
reign of  the  Roman  States,  would  tend  to 
endanger  the  observance  of  the  principle 
that  the  British  Sovereign  must  be  of  the 
Protestant  religion.  I  confess  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  imagine  how  any  rational  person 
can  suppose  that  there  can  be  anything  in 
the  presence  of  a  British  Minister  at  Rome, 
or  in  the  presence  of  a  Roman  Minister  in 
London,  that  would  tend  to  shake  the  re- 
ligious belief  of  the  Sovereign  of  this 
country.  It  is,  in  my  opinion,  too  absurd 
and  ridiculous  a  supposition  to  require  the 
slightest  argument  to  refute  it.  Diplo- 
matic relations  are  not  considered  to  have 
any  connexion  with  the  religious  faith  of 
the  Sovereign  of  this  country.  We  have 
diplomatic  relations  with  Mahometan 
Courts,  with  both  Sennaar  and  Shoa; 
we  have  diplomatic  relations  with  Courts 
of  every  form  of  belief  except  the  Ca- 
tholic modification  of  the  Christian  re- 
ligion; but  no  one  ever  supposed  there 
was  any  danger  of  the  Sovereign  of 
these  realms  becoming  a  Mussulman  in 
consequence  of  the  interchange  of  diplo- 
matic relations  with  Mahometan  Courts; 
and  I  cannot  conceive  any  rational  person 
founding  an  objection  to  this  measure  upon 
such  a  supposition.  Well,  then,  the  ques- 
tion, in  my  opinion,  is  whether  there  is 
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any  need  of  diplomatic  relations  with  the 
Roman  State,  and  whether  any  advantage 
could  arise  to  this  country  from  authorising 
their  establishment  ?  The  oniLS  prohandi 
must  lie,  I  think,  on  those  who  deny  it, 
because  there  seems,  primd  facxe^  no  rea- 
son why  the  Roman  State  should  form  the 
exception  to  the  general  rule;  and  if  this 
House  is  not  of  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford,  that  all  diplomatic 
relations  should  cease  with  all  foreign 
countries,  there  seems  to  be  no  reason 
why,  if  that  is  not  the  opinion  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country,  the  Roman  State 
should  form  the  exception  to  the  general 
rule.  It  is  an  exception  that  must  natu- 
rally be  offensive  to  that  State,  and  unless 
it  be  founded  on  any  real  and  substantial 
ground  it  must  be  injurious  to  our  inter- 
ests as  far  as  we  have  any  interests  to 
which  it  applies.  Now,  the  Roman  State 
is  not  one  of  the  large  Powers  of  Europe. 
It  does  not  rank  among  the  first  class  of 
foreign  States;  but  nevertheless  it  is  a 
State  of  a  certain  extent,  and,  as  compared 
with  the  other  States  of  Italy,  it  is  by  no 
means  to  be  deemed  inconsiderable.  It  is 
a  State  with  which  we  may  in  various  cir- 
cumstances have  political  interests  to  con- 
nect us.  It  is  a  State  with  which  at  all 
times  we  have  commercial  interests  to  con- 
nect us.  Our  commercial  intercourse  with 
the  State  of  Rome  is  certainly  not  very 
great  as  compared  with  our  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  many  other  countries;  but 
nevertheless  it  is  of  growing  and  annually 
increasing  importance.  At  present  the 
Sovereign  of  this  land  can  make  no  com- 
mercial engagement — no  commercial  treaty 
with  the  State  of  Rome,  for  the  purpose 
of  applying  to  our  commerce  with  that 
State  those  securities  which  commercial 
treaties  afford  to  our  commerce  with  almost 
every  otber  country  in  the  world.  We 
have  a  great  interest  in  rapid  communica- 
tion ¥rith  our  East  Indian  possessions. 
That  communication  is  daily  becoming 
abridged  by  the  introduction  of  railways 
in  dilferent  parts  of  the  continent  of  Eu- 
rope. We  cannot  make  use  of  a  railway 
passing  through  the  territory  of  another 
State  without  having  with  that  State  some 
arrangement  by  treaty  with  regard  to  the 
transit  of  our  mails  through  that  country. 
There  is  at  present  no  railway  communica- 
tion for  that  purpose  in  Italy;  but  there  is 
no  reason,  I  think,  to  doubt  that  sooner  or 
later  there  will  be  railway  communication 
from  every  extremity  of  Italy  up  to  con- 
necting itself  with  the  railway  communica- 
tions of  the  Rhine,  Germany,  and  France. 


In  that  case  the  probability  is  that  our  In- 
dian communications  would  pass  throngh 
the  Roman  States;  but  in  the  present  state 
of  the  law  that  could  not  be  done.  We  could 
not  conclude  with  the  Government  of  Rome 
any  convention  for  the  means  of  regulating 
and  legalising  the  transit  of  our  Indian 
mails  through  the  Roman  States.  For  these 
reasons,  then,  shortly,  that  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  see  any  ground  upon  which,  in  the  pre* 
sent  state  of  opinion  in  Europe,  it  is  po8* 
sible  to  contend  there  is  any  constitutional 
objection,  or  any  danger  likely  to  uise» 
from  the  measure  I  am  proposing)  and  be* 
cause,  on  the  other  hand,  I  hold  that  th^ 
impossibility  of  contracting  political  con- 
nexions with  the  Roman  Government  il 
attended  with  daily  injury  to  the  oommeiv 
cial  and  other  interests  of  this  country,  I 
now  move  the  second  reading  of  this  BdL 
Mr.  C.  ANSTET  rose  to  move  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  ee* 
cond  time  that  day  three  months.  He 
said  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  occasioned  him  consid- 
erable disappointment,  for  he  had  expected 
to  find  in  it  a  full  and  temperate  exposition 
of  the  objects  and  intentions  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  some  attempt  to  combat  the  grare 
and  conscientious  objections  entertained,  not 
by  Protestants  merely,  but  by  Roman  Oatho* 
lies  also,  to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House; 
but  upon  these  several  points  the  noble  Lord 
had  either  left  the  House  entirely  in  the 
dark,  or  chosen  but  slightly  to  pass  over 
them.  He  must  look  to  the  speeches  which 
were  delivered  upon  the  subject  when  it 
came  before  the  other  branch  of  the  Le- 
gislature, in  order  to  get  these  omissions  of 
the  noble  Lord  supplied.  The  measure 
was  not  to  be  taken  as  one  declaratory  of 
an  already  existing  law,  but  as  one  enae«> 
ting  an  altogether  new  law  :  its  very  title 
proved  it  to  contemplate  not  merely  the 
removal  of  doubts — a  **  Bill  for  *  enabling  * 
Her  Majesty  to  establish  and  maintain  dip- 
lomatic relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome," 
must  manifestly  aim  to  effect  a  change  in 
the  law  of  much  greater  magnitude  than 
the  noble  Lord  was  either  willing,  or  found 
it  convenient,  to  admit.  What  was  the 
meaning  of  the  term  ^*  Court  of  Rome  "  in 
the  Bill  ?  There  were  two  Courts  of  Rome 
— an  ecclesiastical  and  a  political  Court;  and 
with  which  of  these  was  it  intended  to  en- 
able Her  Majesty  to  hold  intercourse  ?  This 
difficulty  the  noble  Lord  had  altogether 
blinked.  If  Ministers  had  no  higher  or 
profounder  motive  in  bringing  forward  the 
Bill  than  had  that  night  been  avowed,  then 
he  could  tell  them  that  their  measure  wai 
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totally  unneoessary  ;  for  in  the  present 
■tate  of  the  law  no  obstacle  would  be 
found  in  the  way  of  any  portion  of  the 
people  of  this  country  who  desired  to  con- 
duct for  the  establishment  of  railroads  in 
Italy,  to  obtain  in  Rome  the  necessary 
powers  for  that  purpose,  without  the  pas- 
sing of  any  such  Bill  as  that  now  before  the 
Hou^.  But  even  admitting  that  Ministers 
might  possibly  be  desirous  of  establishing, 
by  the  aid  of  this  Bill,  relations  with  Rome 
of  a  Yery  limited  and  restricted  character, 
and  having  little  sensible  effect,  either  for 
good  or  evil,  upon  the  interests  of  this 
eountry;  still  he  believed  their  real  ob- 
ject to  be  that  stated  by  Lord  Lansdowne, 
samely,  to  place  the  British  Government  in 
such  a  position  as  would  enable  it  to  ex- 
plain to  the  Pope  the  nature  of  its  own 
transactions  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
and  in  the  rest  of  its  dominions;  and  also 
to  enable  it,  on  the  other  hand,  to  lay 

rn  to  itself  and  procure  an  insight  into 
particular  species  of  influence  which 
the  Holy  See  possesses  and  exerts  over 
its  own  dominions.  Now,  he  trusted  nei- 
ther that  House  nor  the  country  would 
allow  the  Court  of  St.  Jameses  and  the 
Oourt  of  Rome  to  be  placed  in  any  such 
delicate  or  dif&cult  position.  If,  as  he  con- 
jectured, the  object  of  the  promoters  of 
this  Bill  was  to  bring  about  such  a  state  of 
things,  certainly  the  introduction  of  an 
entirely  new  sort  of  legislation  was  indis~ 
pensable  before  such  a  dangerous  innova- 
tion oould  be  accomplished.  Now»  the  Bill 
proceeded  to  enact — 

'*  That  notwithstanding  any  thing  contained  in 
any  Act  or  Acts  novr  in  force,  it  shall  be  lawful 
fbr  Her  Majesty,  her  heirs  and  successors,  to 
establish  and  maintain  diplomatic  relations  with 
the  Pope  of  Rome,  and  to  hold  diplomatic  inter- 
course with  the  Sovereign  of  the  Roman  States." 

He  could  not  understand  why  on  that  oc- 
casion the  usual  courtesies  of  speech  had 
been  departed  from — why  the  illustrious 
personage  who  was  the  chief  bishop  of  the 
Koman  Catholic  world,  had  not  received 
the  title,  as  it  had  been  the  custom  of  all 
civilised  States,  whether  Roman  Catholic 
or  Protestant,  to  accord  to  him— which  the 
present  as  well  as  former  Administrations 
had  conceded  to  him,  and  which  had  lately 
received  the  sanction  of  the  illustrious  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  itself;  for,  on  the  occa- 
sion when  the  Chevalier  Bunsen  received 
his  degree,  the  public  orator  complimented 
him  in  his  (Mr.  Anstey's)  hearing,  for  the 
ability  and  zeal  which  had  distinguished 
his  mission  on  behalf  of  his  master  when 
he  was  sent  ad  Summum  PorUiJicemf  ui 


discordias  componeret  It  would  be  a 
happy  result  if  the  Roman  Sovereign 
should,  on  account  of  that  discourtesy 
alone,  refuse  to  receive  an  ambassador.  It 
should  be  observed  that  this  clause  re- 
ferred to  certain  Acts  of  Parliament  as 
being  in  force.  What  were  they  ?  There 
was  not  a  single  Act  on  the  Statute-book 
which  so  much  as  touched  the  Royal 
prerogative  in  matters  of  war  and  peace; 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  Her  Ma- 
jesty from  sending  whomsoever  she  pleased 
to  that  or  any  other  sovereign  on  a  mes- 
sage of  a  temporal  character.  But 
there  were  Acts  of  Parliament  in  force 
which  related  to  communications  of  lino- 
ther  description;  and  if  this  Bill  passed, 
those  Acts  would  be  repealed.  With  the 
single  exception  of  Lord  Castlemaine*s 
agency,  in  1687,  diplomatic  intercourse  of 
an  open  character  had  ceased  from  a  pe- 
riod long  prior  to  that  date.  Diplomatic 
intercourse  of  a  less  formal  character,  had, 
however,  been  continued;  and  of  such  in- 
tercourse the  letter  of  Lord  Clarendon  the 
other  day,  in  which  he  placed  the  statutes 
of  the  new  Irish  colleges  at  the  feet  of  his 
Holiness,  afforded  an  illustration.  Ano- 
ther instance  was  to  be  found  in  the  nego- 
tiation opened  by  George  III.,  not  only 
with  the  Pope,  but  also  with  the  Preten- 
der, which  ended  in  a  large  sum  being  set- 
tled on  Henry  IX. — that  is,  the  Duke  of 
York — the  late  Cardinal  York.  Continuous 
intercourse  with  the  Court  of  Rome  had, 
however,  ceased  before  the  Revolution  of 
1688;  and  that  event  was  caused  by  the 
attempt  of  James  to  re-open  such  inter- 
course for  ecclesiastical  purposes.  With 
respect  to  diplomatic  intercourse,  the  law* 
at  the  present  moment  stood  thus :  — 
Under  the  5th  of  Elizabeth,  bulls,  or^ 
writings,  or  teachings,  or  preachings,  in 
defence  of  the  power  or  authority  of 
the  Bishop  of  Rome  within  this  realm, 
or  its  dominions,  were  forbidden.  By 
the  13th  of  Elizabeth,  the  enforcing 
within  this  realm,  or  any  of  its  dominions, 
the  orders  and  decrees  of  the  Sove- 
reign Pontiff  was  also  prohibited.  The 
24th  of  Henry  Vfll.  forbade  suits  to  the 
Court  of  Rome.  With  respect  to  any  de- 
termination of  any  of  the  courts  of  this 
realm,  the  25th  Henry  VIII.,  c.  19,  for- 
bade appeals  to  the  See  of  Rome  in  cases 
in  contention,  which  had  been  commenced 
in  any  of  the  courts  of  this  realm;  and, 
lastly,  the  25th  Henry  VIII.,  c.  21,  pro- 
I  hibited  suings  for  writings  or  licenses  to 
the  See  of  Rome  with  respect  to  anything 
which  concerned  the  actual  dominions  of 
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the  sovereign.  These  were  the  Acts  re- 
ferred to  in  the  enacting  clause  of  this 
Bill;  and  if  the  Bill  passed,  the  conclusion 
which  would  he  drawn  by  the  Judges  was, 
that  Parliament  had  intended  to  continue 
the  law  now  in  force  with  respect  to  all 
the  subjects  of  the  Crown,  but  to  unfetter 
the  Royal  prerogative  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Minister.  It  appeared  to  be  the  wish  of 
the  Government  to  get  into  their  own 
hands  the  papal,  as  they  had  gotten  al- 
ready the  monarchical  prerogative,  and  to 
use  that  peculiar  influence  as  they  pleased 
in  Ireland.  How  would  this  new  law  ope- 
rate ?  The  Sovereign  Pontiff  possessed  ab- 
solute power  over  all  Roman  Catholic  priests 
in  England  and  Scotland.  As  regarded  the 
Irish  priests,  he  had  parted  with  a  large 
portion  of  his  prerogative;  his  power  was  in 
Ireland  restrained  by  the  canon  law.  The 
Government  might,  however,  consider  it  de- 
sirable, at  the  next  general  election,  or  on 
some  other  occasion,  to  use  the  peculiar 
influence  of  the  Pope.  In  carrying  out 
their  object  they  might  find  assistance  or 
resistance;  and  if  a  priest  resisted,  they 
would,  under  this  Bill,  have  secret  access 
to  the  person  and  councils  of  his  Holiness, 
by  means  of  which  the  canon  law  might  be 
modified,  and  whatever  impeded  their  ac- 
tion might  be  removed.  Such,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  the  working  of  the  Bill. 
Tbe  Bill  would  thus  serve  as  a  base  han- 
dle for  Her  Majesty^s  Ministers  in  deal- 
ing with  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in 
Ireland.  Let  the  House  also  observe 
the  difficulty  in  which  this  Bill  would 
place  the  Pope  himself.  At  present  the 
Pope  was  free  before  i]^e  British  law;  he 
was  not  restrained  by  a  concordat  from 
carrying  out  his  own  will  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  affairs  of  his  Church.  By 
this  Bill,  however,  all  that  was  onerous  in 
every  concordat  would  be  imposed  upon 
the  Pope,  from  the  moment  that  he  elected 
to  receive  a  representative  of  the  British 
Crown  in  the  manner  laid  down  by  the 
Act.  Thus,  it  was  in  the  strictest  sense 
a  religious  question  which  was  to  be  decided; 
and,  though  he  could  understand  the  hesi- 
tation which  had  kept  Ministers  trembling 
for  three  months  before  they  proceeded 
with  the  Bill,  he  could  not  understand  their 
boldness  in  asking  Parliament  to  adopt 
it.  Another  difficulty  was  this.  From  the 
moment  that  diplomatic  relations  were  es- 
tablished between  Rome  and  England,  the 
Government  would  have  to  discharge  the 
duty  of  making  complaint  through  their 
representative  at  Rome  of  every  infraction, 
or  apparent  infraction,  of  English  law,  in 


which  the  Pope  had  a  part.  Now  it  was  wdl 
known  that  there  were  still  existing  laws 
which  imposed  the  brand  of  illegality  and 
outlawry  on  a  large  and  perhaps  the  most 
respectable  and  pious  branch  of  the  body 
of  which  the  Pope  was  the  head  —  he 
meant  the  religious  orders.  The  whole  of 
these  religious  orders  still  remained  out- 
laws; and  if  the  Pope  continued  in  commu- 
nication with  them,  as  he  would  do,  there 
would  be  at  once  a  case  for  a  protest. 
Supposing  the  Pope  refused  to  receive  the 
protest,  were  the  Government  in  that  case 
to  recall  their  ambassador  ?  If  they  acted 
on  that  principle,  they  might  recall  their 
representative  on  almost  every  day  in  the 
year.  Again,  it  was  a  branch  of  the  pre- 
rogative appertaining  to  the  Throne  of  this 
kingdom,  that  the  Sovereign  should  re- 
ceive whom  she  would  as  the  representa- 
tive of  a  foreign  Court.  Now,  by  this  Bill 
that  prerogative  was  interfered  with,  and 
Her  Majesty  was  prevented  from  doing 
that  which  the  law  now  enabled  her  to  do. 
But,  assuming  that  it  was  right  so  to  re- 
strict the  prerogatives  of  the  Throne,  how 
was  it  possible  for  the  Queen  to  ascertain 
the  fact,  that  the  ambassador  of  the  Oourt 
of  Rome  to  this  country  was  not  a  person 
in  holy  orders,  a  Jesuit,  or  a  member  of 
some  one  of  the  religious  orders  of  the 
Court  of  Rome  ?  Was  it  to  be  by  rumour  ? 
He  asked  the  question  from  a  personal  in- 
terest, because  there  was  a  rumour  that 
he  laboured  under  the  imputation  —  or 
rather  had  merited  the  meritorious  dis^ 
tinction—of  being  a  Jesuit.  In  case  any 
such  deception  were  practised,  howerer, 
was  Her  Majesty  to  forfeit  the  Crown,  or. 
were  her  Ministers  to  be  held  responsible  ? 
The  imputation  contained  in  the  clause  in- 
troduced in  the  Bill  by  a  distinguished  no- 
bleman in  another  place,  although  he  (Mr. 
Anstey)  could  say  that  his  noble  Friend 
was  very  far  indeed  from  so  intending  it)^ 
was  a  stigma  upon  the  Church  of  Rome, 
of  which  the  Pope  was  the  head.  He 
should  like  to  know  whether  that  was 
one  of  the  objects  of  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters? Was  it  a  mode  likely  to  con- 
ciliate the  Roman  Pontiff,  and  to  in- 
duce him  to  receive  an  ambassador  from 
this  country  ?  In  the  time  of  James  11.^ 
Lord  Castlemaine  was  impeached  before 
the  House  of  Commons  for  seeking  to  re- 
concile this  country  and  its  dominions  with 
the  See  of  Rome;  and  no  lawyer  ventured 
to  assert, in  the  course  of  that  impeachment^ 
that  he  was  impeachable  for  merely  going 
to  Rome  charged  with  a  message  of  amity 
from  the  Kmg  of  Great  Britain.    It  was 
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Btill  an  offence  at  law  to  endeavour  to  pro- 
mote a  reconciliation  between  the  Church, 
at  the  head  of  which  was  the  Sovereign 
of  this  country,  and  the  See  of  Rome;  hut 
there  was  no  law  to  prevent  private  per- 
sons from  going  to  Rome,  or  the  Crown 
from  holding  temporal  relations  with  that 
Court.  The  Crown  was  not  bound  by  the 
general  laws  of  the  country  when  any  re- 
straint upon  the  exercise  of  its  prerogative 
interfered  with  the  public  welfare. 
"  Salus  populi  suprema  lex." 
And  it  would  be  found  that  it  was  a  breach 
of  the  law  of  nations,  and  of  the  law  of 
England,  too,  to  refuse  to  receive  any  en- 
voy charged  with  a  message  of  amity, 
whether  from  Rome  or  elsewhere,  if  the 
message  did  not  relate  to  ecclesiastical 
matters.  For  these  reasons  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  measure  was  needless 
in  one  sense,  and  mischievous  in  another; 
and  he  the/efore  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Mr.  URQUHART,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  observed  that,  after  the 
speech  they  had  just  heard,  and  the 
able  analysis  of  this  Bill  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  issue  of  the  de- 
bate ought  scarcely  to  be  doubtful.  This 
Bill  was  introduced  at  an  early  period  of 
the  Session  into  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  though  it  long  ago  came 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  with  the 
full  blush  of  its  terrors,  yet  day  after  day 
was  allowed  to  pass  away,  and  no  further 
progress  was  made  with  it,  and  then,  at 
the  close  of  the  Session,  when  Members 
had  gone  away,  it  was  proposed  to  proceed 
with  the  measure.  Those  that  were  left 
were  sitting  there  morning  and  night;  they 
were  quite  worn  out;  and  the  Government, 
with  its  packed  majority,  thus  endeavoured 
to  get  through  the  House  such  measures 
as  it  had  the  hardihood  to  attempt  to  pass. 
This  was  a  Bill  which  was  sure  to  arouse 
political  animosities  and  religious  suspi- 
cions, and  to  meet  with  objections  both 
from  Protestants  and  from  Roman  Catho- 
lics; and  there  must  be  some  extraordinary 
reason  for  proceeding  with  a  measure  of 
such  a  character.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Anstey)  had  afforded  that  rea- 
son, which  was  nothing  less  than  the  mak- 
ing use  of  the  spiritual  prerogative  at 
Rome  to  further  the  purposes  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland.  He  must  say, 
that  this  was  an  occasion  worthy  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  which  did  justify  this  long 
delay,  and  this  indecent  haste.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  introducing  this  measure,  had 


said,  in  allusion  to  himself  (Mr.  Urquhart) 
that  the  establishment  of  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  the  Court  of  Rome  must  be  so 
self-evident  and  enticing,  that  he  had  no 
objections  to  meet  except  some  scarecrow 
of  his  own,  and  that  no  man  could  scarcely 
have  objections  against  a  measure  of  this 
sort  except  himself  (Mr.  Urquhart),  and 
those  who  shared  his  opinions.  But  he 
would  tell  the  noble  Lord  that  they  had 
obtained  from  the  Court  of  Rome,  with- 
out diplomatic  relations  with  that  State, 
more  confidence  and  more  trusty  reliance, 
and  more  self-sacrifice  and  devotion,  than 
they  had  obtained  from  any  other  Court  of 
Europe  within  their  own  time.  Let  him 
remind  the  noble  Lord,  when  he  spoke  of 
the  Bill  being  requisite  with  a  view  to 
commercial  treaties,  that  at  the  time  of  the 
Berlin  and  Milan  decrees,  the  means  by 
which  England  was  enabled  to  meet  those 
decrees,  and  to  carry  her  commerce,  not- 
withstanding those  decrees,  into  the  inte- 
rior of  Europe,  were  afforded  by  two  Go- 
vernments with  neither  of  which  she  had 
commercial  relations,  namely,  that  of 
Turkey  and  that  of  the  Pope.  Of  the 
Pope,  Mr.  Koch  said — 

**  Having  thus  established  the  continental  sys- 
tem, Buonaparte  used  every  endeavour  to  make 
all  the  continental  Powers  accede  to  it.  Prussia 
and  Russia  adhered  to  it  after  the  peace  of  Tilsit. 
Denmark  soon  entered  into  this  French  system. 
Spain  acceded  to  it  (January  8th),  Austria  (Feb- 
ruary 18th,  1808),  and  Sweden  (January  6th, 
1810) ;  so  that  for  some  years  the  continent  of 
Europe  had  no  other  medium  of  communication 
with  England  than  by  way  of  Constantinople. 
There  was  one  prince  in  Christendom  who  re- 
fused his  accession  to  the  continental  system,  and 
that  was  Pius  VII.  This  Sovereign  Pontiff  de- 
clared that  all  alliances  which  prohibited  inter- 
course with  a  nation  from  whom  they  had  suffsred 
no  grievance,  was  contrary  to  religion.  In  order 
to  punish  his  Holiness  for  this  resistance,  General  € 
Mollis  had  orders  to  occupy  Rome  (February  2, 
1808).  This  was  the  commencement  of  a  series 
of  aggressions  and  attacks  by  which  Buonaparte 
vainly  hoped  to  bend  that  great  personage.  To 
gratify  his  resentment,  he  stript  the  States  of  the 
Church  by  a  decree  issued  at  St.  Cloud  (April 
2nd),  of  the  provinces  of  Urbino,  Ancona,  Mace- 
rata  and  Camerino,  which  were  annexed  to  the 
kingdom  of  Italy.* 

What  could  they  have  more  than  that  if 
they  had  a  thousand  amhassadors  ?  What, 
again,  was  it  that  gained  them  their  posi- 
tion of  warfare  in  Europe  in  the  great 
struggle  against  Napoleon  ?  Was  it  not 
afforded  to  them  hy  undiplomatic  Spain  ? 
These  points  alone  were  a  sufficient  an- 
swer to  the  noble  Lord;  for  all  that  he  had 
told  them  was,  that  these  diplomatic  rela- 

*  Kooh'i  Revolutions  of  Europe. 


til 


Diphmatid 


{COMMONS} 


Belatum 


iiv 


tions  were  necessary  in  order  to  establish 
railroads  and  commercial  treaties.  After 
gome  further  remarks,  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  urged  as  other  objections  to  the 
Bill,  that  there  was  an  interest  which  af- 
fected this  country  in  the  Court  of  Rome, 
as  a  Protestant  State,  which  was  not  to 
he  found  in  Catholic  communities,  and  that 
by  the  establishment  of  these  diplomatic 
relations  they  would  be  connecting  the 
Pope  with  the  general  system  of  European 
diplomacy,  the  effect  of  which  was  to  take 
away  the  independence  of  the  separate 
States  of  Europe  ;  the  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  seconding  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  while  he 
cordially  concurred  in  the  conclusion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Youghal,  seconded  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford,  in  rejecting  this  Bill, 
he  differed  so  entirely — at  all  events,  to  so 
great  a  degree — from  the  opinions  and 
grounds  on  which  those  hon.  Members  had 
rested  their  opposition  to  it,  that  he  could 
not  content  himself  with  giving  a  silent 
support  to  their  proposition,  and  must  re- 
quest the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
he  stated  the  grounds  on  which,  individu- 
ally, he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  this 
measure.  In  the  first  place,  he  must  ob- 
serve, that  the  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
it  appeared  not  merely  to  take  a  very  in- 
sufficient view  of  the  importance  of  this 
measure — speaking,  as  he  had  donci  only 
nine  minutes  **  by  Shrewsbury  clock*' — on 
a  measure  that  changed  the  constitutional 
character  of  England  in  regard  to  foreign 
Powers;  but  the  grounds  on  which  the 
noble  Lord  introduced  it,  were,  as  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  altogether  so  utterly  in- 
sufficient as  to  fill  everybody  who  heard 
^  him  with  surprise  and  astonishment.  The 
noble  Lord  rested  his  defence  of  his  mea- 
sure not  on  any  large  statesmanlike  views, 
or  on  any  considerations  relating  to  the 
particular  position  of  the  Papal  States  to 
other  States  of  Europe  in  the  great  crisis 
which  had  shaken  the  Continental  Powers; 
bnt  he  contented  himself  with  defending 
this  Bill  on  these  two  grounds,  namely, 
the  importance  of  consulting  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  England,  and  of  facili- 
tating the  means  for  railway  communi- 
cation in  the  south  of  Europe.  Now, 
he  really  must  say  that  this  was  almost 
too  grave  a  subject  on  which  to  pursue  the 
noble  Lord  through  such  a  flimsy  defence 
as  this.  Why,  so  far  as  commercial  inte- 
rests were  concerned,  he  had  always  under- 
stood that  it  waa  the  consuls  of  Great 


Britain  who  were  generally  selected  to  pit^ 
tect  her  commercial  transactions  abroad. 
But,  let  him  ask,  did  the  amount  of  trade 
between  England  and  the  whole  of  the 
Italian  States— did  the  aggregate  amoutit 
of  all  the  commerce  between  England  and 
those  States — extend  to  as  much  as  a 
twenty-fifth  part  of  the  commerce  of  Grtot 
Britain  ?  That  ground,  then,  was  utterly 
inadmissible— no  Minister  had  CTer  before 
alleged  such  a  ground;  nor  had  it  etet 
formed  part  of  any  petition  on  the  subject, 
or  been  advanced  as  an  argument  in  favour 
of  this  Bill  by  any  of  its  advocates  either 
there  or  out  of  doors.  He  dlmost  pitied 
the  noble  Lord  when  he  found  him  reduced 
to  the  necessity  of  defending  this  Bill  on 
the  ground  of  the  importance  of  getting  a 
railroad  over  the  Pontine  marshes*  or 
through  Mount  Vesuvius,  and  he  knew  not 
where.  He,  however,  maintained  that  this 
Bill  was  a  great  fundamental  chVknge — And 
he  regarded  it  as  the  beginning  of  recon- 
ciliation  of  England  with  Rome — and  so 
he  could  tell  the  House  was  it  looked  on 
out  of  doors.  But  the  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  law  at  this  moment  permitted 
what  this  Bill  provided  for.  But  was  that 
so  ?  Did  the  law  permit  it  ?  Was  this  a 
declaratory  Bill  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord 
state  it  as  a  declaratory  Bill  ?  It  was  a 
Bill  not  declaratory  but  enabling.  It 
might  be  difficult,  perhaps,  to  find  a  direei 
Act  of  Parliament  which,  totidem  ^erhii^ 
prevented  the  Queen  from  sending  to  Roma 
or  to  Constantinople  any  Minister  she 
pleased;  but  the  words  "  communion  with 
Rome**  had  been  so  construed  and  underw 
stood  for  more  than  the  last  hundred  years, 
at  all  events.  When,  therefore^  the  noble 
Lord  concluded  that  this  question  had  been 
settled  by  law  already^  he  (Sir  R.  H. 
Inglis)  must,  on  the  contrary,  maintain 
that  the  general  opinion  of  England  had 
been  that  that  which  this  Bill  sought  to 
make  law  had  not  hitherto  been  law.  Eren 
the  late  Pope  himself,  Gregory  XVL-^hm 
high  an  authority,  perhaps,  for  general 
history  as  any  Sovereign  reigning  at  the 
time,  had  said,  when  Bishop  Wiseman--^ 
[An  Hon.  Member  :  Doctor  Wiseman]-^ 
he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  had  no  objection  to  cali 
him  Bishop  Wiseman — his  objection  was 
to  calling  him  '*  Archbishop  of  Westmin- 
ster.** He  did  not  deny  that  there  were 
bishops  in  the  Church  of  Rome — ^be  only 
objected  to  their  claiming  to  be  bishops 
of  places  in  his  Queen's  dominions,  and 
against  his  Queen's  permission  and  autho- 
rity. But  this  was  an  episode;  and  ha 
I  would  now  reyert  to  the  point  on  whioh  ha 
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was  engaged  when  interrupted  hj  the  hon. 
Member.  There  was,  then,  an  intercourse 
at  Rome  between  Bishop  Wiseman  and 
the  late  Pope,  in  the  course  of  which  the 
Pope — referring  to  the  subject  of  that  in- 
tercourse, namely,  that  it  might  be  advisa- 
ble to  open  these  relations  with  England — 
said,  "It  is  for  England  to  begin;  Eng- 
land has  a  law  disgraceful  to  herself,  and 
insulting  to  the  Church;  let  her  repeal  that 
law."  He  had  quoted  these  words  only  to 
show  that  the  noble  Lord  could  not  rely  on 
his  statement  that  the  present  state  of  the 
law  allowed  such  intercourse  as  this  Bill 
provided;  for,  in  addition  to  the  voice  of 
the  historian  Hume,  they  had  the  voice  of 
the  Pope  himself  against  it,  who  had  been 
shown  to  contend  that  there  was  a  law  in 
England  which  prevented  that  intercourse 
with  the  Court  of  Rome.  But  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Anstey)  had 
observed  that  he  objected  to  the  words 
*•  Sovepeign  of  Rome  "  in  this  Bill.  He 
believed,  however,  that  in  the  Bill  as 
at  first  brought  forward — and  even  as  at 
first  printed — the  words  used  were,  *•  So- 
vereign Pontiff,"  and  that  to  those 
words  some  objection  was  taken;  and  pos- 
sibly a  translation  of  the  words  Ponti/ex 
MaximuSf  or  Summut  Poniife^,  would 
have  better  pleased  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  But  such  was  not  the  legal 
construction  of  the  law  of  England— for 
here  they  took  him  as  "  Bishop  of  Rome" 
— and  though  in  an  Act  of  the  25th  of 
Henry  VIII.,  he  may  be  called  "the 
Pope,"  yet  everywhere  else  his  description 
is  "the  Bishop  of  Rome."  Could  it  be 
possible,  then,  that  the  Pope  would  refuse 
to  receive  an  ambassador  from  England, 
because  he  (the  Pope)  was  called  "  Sove- 
reign of  Rome  ?"  But  now,  let  him  ask, 
at  what  time  was  this  Bill  brought  in  ? 
And  where  was  the  Pope,  and  who  was  he, 
and  what  was  the  Court  of  Rome  ?  His 
objection  was  not  against  entering  into  ne- 
gotiations with  a  temporal  prince,  what- 
ever his  religion;  but  the  question  here 
was,  should  they  take  this  first  step  for 
establishing  relations  with  the  Court  of 
Rome  ?  They  did  not  object  to  the  civil 
governor  of  Rome;  and  if  in  the  course  of 
the  next  year  there  should  even  be  another 
Tribune  of  Rome — another  Rienzi — his 
objection  would  not  extend  to  him.  The 
question  was,  were  they  prepared  to  recog- 
nise the  Sovereign  of  Rome  in  that  char- 
acter in  which  he  had  most  infiuence  in 
this  country,  and  over  the  minds  of  so 
great  a  portion  of  his  subjects  in  these 
realms — for  the  Pope  had  tniUioni  of  sub- 


jects in  these  realms  as  well  as  elsewhere. 
He  wished  he  could  say  he  had  not-^he 
wished  he  could  contradict  this;  but  he 
could  not,  and  if  he  could  not  prevent  tha 
issuing  of  all  the  edicts  from  the  Pope 
which  were  addressed  to  them,  let  him,  at 
all  events,  not  do  anything  that  would  le- 
galise them.  Would  any  State  in  Europe, 
whether  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic, 
have  permitted  the  Pope  of  Rome  to  carve 
out  a  portion  of  the  native  dominions  of 
that  State,  and  to  divide  it  into  arcb- 
bishoprics  and  bishoprics,  without  com- 
munication with  its  own  Sovereign  ? 
He  trusted  that  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  would  state 
distinctly  —  as  he  believed  he  could 
have  done  a  few  months  ago-— that  a  de- 
licate intimation  had  been  made  to  the 
Pope  that  he  could  not  be  permitted  t6 
create  a  bishopric  in  the  Queen's  domin- 
ions without  the  Queen's  consent.  He 
did  trust  that  the  noble  Lord  would  state 
this :  although  the  statement  had,  he  be^ 
lieved,  appeared  in  the  Tablet  in  England, 
and  in  the  Freetnan's  Journal  in  Irelandi 
that  bulls  were  introduced  into  this  coun«- 
try  at  this  moment,  and  without  the  sanc<» 
tion  of  the  Queen,  dividing  the  Queen's 
dominions  into  archbishoprics  and  bishop* 
rios,  and  filling  them  with  persons  not  ap- 
pointed, or  recognised,  or  acknowledged 
by  the  Queen.  This,  he  contended,  no 
Protestant  Sovereign  in  Europe  but  the 
Queen  of  England  would  have  permitted 
for  a  moment ;  and  he  did  hope  that  the 
Sovereign  of  these  realms  had  advisers 
about  her  throne  strong  enough  to  reject 
any  such  proposition — at  all  events,  he 
had  reason  to  know  that  at  least  a  few 
months  ago  a  stop  was  put  to  such  pro- 
ceedings. The  hon»  Baronet  then  said, 
that  there  had  been  ever  since  1829-^he 
feai*ed  he  must  say  since  1793 — an  un- 
ceasing effort  to  use  the  power  of  Rome  for 
the  advance  of  its  religion.  He  did  not  com- 
plain of  Roman  Catholics  for  advancing  their 
own  religion ;  but  he  did  complain  that  those 
who  believed  that  the  Protestant  religion 
was  the  perfect  form,  and  alone  contained 
the  great  truths,  and  nothing  but  the  truths, 
of  Christianity,  should  give  such  encourage- 
ment to  others.  Let  them  not  give  to  them 
any  more  of  the  vantage  ground  which,  for 
the  last  fifty  years,  had  been  so  largely 
yielded  to  them ;  and  if  they  could  not  re- 
trace the  steps  they  had  taken,  let  them  be- 
ware that  they  did  not  aggravate  the  evil 
from  which  they  had  reaped  such  grievous 
results.  He  had  already  asked  where  the 
Pope  was,  and  what  he  waaf  Was  the  Court 
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of  Rome  represented  b  j  those  who  in  Rome 
itself  insulted  the  Austrian  Embassy  a 
few  months  ago  ?  Was  the  soToreign  power 
of  Rome  represented  by  the  Pope  and  the 
Cardinals,  who  could  now  be  scarcely  said 
to  be  in  a  state  of  free  agency  ?  Did  the 
Pope  act  as  a  free  agent  when  he  gave  his 
blessing  to  his  troops  engaged  in  the  un> 
holy  war  against  the  Austrians,  and  called 
them  a  "sacred**  army?  If  he  did, 
what  claim  had  he  for  any  consideration  ? 
If  he  did  not,  what  claim  had  he  for 
any  confidence?  Had  the  Pope  any 
claim  for  further  recognition  from  this 
country  in  consequence  of  conduct  thus 
pursued  by  him?  At  a  time  when  the 
Pope  had  violated  all  his  treaties  with 
Austria — with  Austria,  the  chief  benefac- 
tor of  the  Papacy — when  he  had  violated 
his  treaties  and  personal  engagements 
with  Austria,  and  shown  himself  unable 
to  protect  the  Austrian  Ambassador — at  a 
time  when  he  had  sent  forth  his  troops  to 
attack  Austria — it  was  at  such  a  time  that 
they  (the  House  of  Commons)  were  asked 
to  reverse  the  constitution  of  England. 
No  fewer  than  3,500  of  the  parochial 
clergy  of  England,  in  every  diocese,  had 
expressed  their  strong  objections  to  this 
measure,  and  earnestly  implored  this  House 
to  give  no  further  encouragement  to  that 
of  which  the  individual  now  at  the  head 
of  the  See  of  Rome  was  the  great  repre- 
sentative. They  had  seen  by  this  debate 
— so  far  as  it  had  gone — that,  however 
much  this  Bill  might  alienate  the  affec- 
tions of  Protestants,  it  did  not  conciliate 
the  undivided  affections  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics themselves.  In  the  course  of  the 
month  of  March  last,  there  was  a  meeting 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  London,  who 
presented  a  memorial  to  the  Pope  de- 
nouncing this  Bill.  If,  then,  they  satis- 
fied neither  of  these  parties,  why  bring 
forward  this  Bill  on  the  17th  of  August? 
In  the  House  of  Lords,  it  was  considered 
a  matter  of  such  vital  importance,  that  it 
was  there  advanced  with  breathless  haste; 
and  it  was  sent  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons  so  far  back  as  the  20th  of  Feb- 
ruary last.  What  could  explain  the  haste 
of  that  period,  and  the  apathy  and  indif- 
ference with  which  they  had  since  re- 
garded this  Bill,  except  the  fact  that  they 
had,  in  February,  an  unauthorised  Minis- 
ter in  Rome;  and  they  wished  to  give 
effect  to  his  proceedings  by  an  ex  post 
facto  law.  But  they  were  too  late  for 
that ;  and  Lord  Minto  had  returned  with- 
out Her  Majesty  having  been  authorised 
to   open    any    diplomatic   relations    with 


Rome.  He  had  stated  to  his  ^oUe  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  that  he 
should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  ask  him  two 
or  three  questions  with  respect  to  certain 
letters,  and  also  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  archbishops  and  bishops  in  this 
country,  without  the  consent  of.  its  Sove- 
reign. He  now  begged  to  ask  his  noble 
Friend,  whether  he  would  have  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  upon  the  table  of  the  House 
any  communications  that  were  addressed 
by  the  Earl  of  Clarendon  to  Earl  Grey,  In 
consequence  of  which  that  noble  Earl  ad- 
dressed his  celebrated  circular,  giving  Bo- 
man  Catholic  bishops  a  title  which  no  Act 
of  Parliament  had  ever  given  them  ?  and 
whether  he  would  object  to  lay  on  the 
table  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  the  Earl  of 
Clarendon  to  Archbishop  Murray,  in  March 
last,  in  which  letter,  without  the  passing 
of  this  Bill,  Lord  Clarendon — whom  he 
(Sir  R.  Inglis)  would  not  name  withont 
honour  and  without  gratitude  to  him  firar 
his  late  conduct — did  directly  communicate 
diplomatically  with  the  Pope,  through  the 
Archbishop,  on  the  subject  of  the  statutes 
of  the  new  colleges  in  Ireland?  He  should 
record  his  vote  against  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MOORE  would  only  remark  that  if 
he  had  entertained  any  doubt  respecting 
the  Bill,  that  doubt  would  have  been  en- 
tirely removed  by  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  inasmuch  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
appeared  to  give  his  assent  to  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Bill  under  consideration,  and 
only  objected  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
diplomatic  relations  should  be  conducted. 
As  long  as  those  relations  were  conducted 
by  consuls,  the  hon.  Baronet  was  perfectly 
satisfied;  that  was  to  say,  as  long  as  thej 
were  conducted  in  a  surreptitious,  clandes- 
tine, un-English,  and,  as  he  (Mr.  Moore) 
thought,  an  unworthy  way;  but  the  hon* 
Baronet's  religious  scruples  were  aroused 
when  the  same  thing  was  proposed  to  be 
done  in  an  open  and  honourable  manner* 
as  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston) 
proposed.  This  was  exactly  the  whole  gist 
of  the  question;  and  because  he  (Mr.  Moore) 
preferred  the  open  to  the  clandestine  man- 
ner— the  English  mode  to  the  Italian  mode 
—  straightforward  dealing  to  underhand 
dealing — that  he  was  prepared  to  give  his 
entire  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  to  express  his  entire  dissent 
from  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  I  think  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  last  spoken,  has, 
in  a  few  words,  completely  answered  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
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for  the  Uniyersity  of  Oxford;  still,  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  applied  to  me  in  reference  to 
some  questions  he  put,  and  some  objections 
to  the  Bill  under  consideration,  I  will  ven- 
ture to  trouble  the  House  with  a  few  re- 
narks.  The  hon.  Baronet  is  not  satisfied 
either  with  the  reasons  given  for  the  Bill 
by  my  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Palmer- 
ston),  or  with  the  reasons  urged  against  it 
by  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  op- 
posed it.  He  therefore  proceeds  to  state 
other  reasons  of  his  own  for  objecting  to 
the  measure;  and  I  think,  with  respect  to 
the  legal  part,  as  well  as  with  respect  to 
the  political  part  of  the  question,  he  has 
fallen  into  an  error  which  perhaps  is  natu- 
ral, from  the  course  of  our  history,  but 
which  appears  to  me  to  be  decisive  of  this 
whole  question.  According  to  the  law  of 
this  country,  the  Queen,  as  head  of  the 
State,  cannot  enter  into  communion  with 
Rome.  The  hon.  Baronet  says  that  it  is 
quite  clear  from  that  that  there  can  be  no 
diplomatic  relations  with  Rome,  for  that 
such  would  be  contrary  to  law.  Now,  my 
noble  Friend  (Viscount  Palmerston)  stated 
that  there  is  some  doubt  with  respect  to 
the  meaning  of  that  statute,  but  that  the 
more  probable  meaning  of  it  was,  that 
there  should  not  be  a  religious  communion 
of  the  head  of  the  State  of  England  with 
the  Court  of  Rome.  But,  however,  it  is 
obvious  that,  whatever  was  the  danger  to 
be  guarded  against,  there  is  sufficient  am- 
biguity in  the  wording  of  the  law  to  make 
it  fitting  that  no  diplomatic  relations  should 
be  formally  established  between  this  coun- 
try and  Rome  by  any  credentials  autho- 
rised by  the  Queen,  unless  with  the  con- 
sent of  Parliament.  I  do  not  think  that, 
so  long  as  there  is  any  doubt  remaining 
(and  persons  of  the  highest  authority  we 
could  consult  did  think  that  there  was  a 
doubt),  it  would  be  right  in  the  Executive 
to  take  any  step  in  this  matter  without  the 
formal  assent  of  Parliament.  It  is  for  this 
reason,  therefore,  that  we  propose  a  Bill 
on  the  subject.  The  hon.  Baronet  says 
that  this  is  the  first  step  to  a  reconciliation 
with  Rome.  Now,  these  two  words,  **  re- 
conciliation*' and  "communion,*'  are  liable 
to  a  like  interpretation.  "  Communion  " 
may  bear  the  meaning  of  that  sort  of  rela- 
tion which  was  established  by  Queen  Mary 
with  Rome  after  the  reign  of  Edward  VI., 
and  which  James  II.  intended  ultimately 
to  establish;  and  the  word  "  reconcilia- 
tion *'  is  one  of  similar  import,  meaning 
likewise  the  establishment  of  religious  re- 
lations with  Rome.  Th'at  relation  is  one 
which,  though  actually  effected  by  Queen 


Mary,  and  In  contemplation  by  James  II., 
is  at  present,  I  think,  entirely  out  of  the 
question.  It  is  not  a  danger  at  all  likely 
to  arise.  It  is  not  one  which  Parliament 
would  take  any  care  to  provide  against, 
because  it  is,  I  think,  as  impossible  as  any 
event  that  can  be  conceived.  It  is,  there- 
fore, upon  an  advantage  taken  of  this  am- 
biguity that  the  hon.  Baronet  founds  his 
whole  argument;  and  he  says,  you  must 
have  no  diplomatic  relations  with  Rome, 
because  they  imply  reconciliation;  and  the 
words'reconciliation  and  communion  imply 
the  religious  communion  of  this  Protestant 
State  with  Roman  Catholicism.  The  real 
question,  then,  before  the  House  is  this — 
whether,  there  being  no  longer  such  a  dan- 
ger as  our  ancestors  thought  fit  to  provide 
against  in  the  Act  of  William  and  Mary, 
it  is  now  advisable  or  not  to  keep  up  that 
barrier  which  exists  to  prevent  political 
relations  with  Rome  ?  As  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  last  spoke  says  truly  enough, 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  has  now  no  objection  to 
these  relations  being  established;  in  fact, 
he  has  no  objection  to  consuls  carrying  on 
commercial  relations,  or  to  an  English  at' 
tache  from  Florence  going  to  Rome  and 
carrying  on  political  relations;  but  he  can- 
not agree  to  those  relations  being  carried 
on  under  statute,  or  by  the  Queen's  cre- 
dentials. It  is,  therefore,  to  the  appear- 
ance and  not  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  objects;  and  with  respect  to  the 
possibility  of  making  this  alteration,  I  put 
it  on  this  ground,  that,  in  my  view  of  this 
matter,  it  is  far  better  that  these  relations 
should  be  placed  on  an  open  and  intelli- 
gible footing,  and  that  the  mission  sent  to 
Rome  should  be  avowed  there  as  the  re- 
presentative of  the  Queen  of  England,  than 
that  it  should  be  carried  on  by  these  un- 
avowed  and  underhand,  and  at  the  same 
time  well  known,  relations.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  alluded  to  Chevalier 
Bunsen.  He  was  a  most  decided  Pro- 
testant, and  a  representative  of  a  Protes- 
tant State  at  the  Court  of  Rome;  and  he 
is  supposed  to  have  drawn  up  in  1831 
or  1832  certain  proposals  with  respect  to 
the  government  of  the  Roman  States,  and 
with  respect  to  the  reform  of  certain  tem- 
poral abuses  which  existed  in  those  States. 
He,  a  Protestant  Minister,  drew  up  these 
regulations;  and  among  the  persons  called 
on  to  assent  to  them  was  the  individual 
who  was  well  known  to  represent  and  have 
his  authority  from  England,  and  whose 
support  and  influence  were  required  ;  but, 
although  representiDg  England,  he  was 
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unable,  in  consequenoe  of  this 'ambiguity 
in  the  law,  to  confess  that  he  possessed 
that  character  on  that  occasion.  Which, 
then,  was  the  better  position — that  of  a 
Protestant  Minister  of  a  Protestant  coun- 
try openly  avowing  his  character,  or  that 
of  a  Minister  for  England  afraid  and  un- 
able to  avow  that  he  stood  there  in  the 
character  of  the  representative  of  that 
country  ?  I  do  not  see  what  is  gained  by 
this  hide-and-seek  mode  of  proceeding. 
The  hon.  Baronet  has  stated  that  he  has 
no  objection  to  any  relations  with  the  so- 
Tereign  power  of  Rome,  if  dictators  or 
consuls  existed  there.  I  do  not  know  ex- 
actly what  the  hon.  Baronet  means;  for  it 
is  rather  alarming  to  hear  him  make  such 
declarations.  He  certainly  does  not  ex- 
pect that  the  ancient  dictators  and  consuls 
should  reyive  again;  and  if  he  means  such 
characters  as  Rienzi,  and  persons  of  that 
kind,  it  would  rather  seem  as  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  were  engaged  in  some  Carbonari 
conspiracy  both  to  overturn  the  Pope,  and 
set  up  some  tribune  of  the  people  in  his 
place.  But  the  hon.  Baronet,  in  making 
objections  to  that  which  it  appeared  he 
could  not  see  any  solid  objections  to, 
thinks  that  it  will  give  some  advantage  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  that  it 
will  look  as  if  we  were  altering  the  Pro- 
testant character  of  this  State;  and,  there- 
fore, he  \hinks  that  it  is  not  advisable  to 
enter  into  these  diplomatic  relations.  Now, 
I  think  it  better  that  in  all  these  matters 
we  should  not  stand  on  the  adventitious 
and  artificial  aid  we  derive  from  saying 
that  we  will  not  have  any  communications 
with  the  Court  of  Rome.  The  Roman 
Catholics  may  assume  that  there  is  an  ad- 
vantage to  them  in  having  a  diplomatic  in- 
tercourse between  this  country  and  the 
Court  of  Rome.  Then,  with  regard  to 
those  who  do  not  think  so,  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's fears  must  bo  allayed.  But  I  think 
that,  if  the  matter  is  in  itself  right,  if  there 
is  no  actual  disadvantage  in  it,  it  is  far 
better  to  de  away  with  this  sort  of  fiction 
that  now  exists,  that  we  cannot  hold  dip- 
lomatic relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 
and  let  the  Roman  Catholics  derive  any 
benefit  which  they  may  fancy  they  can 
derive  from  the  change.  I  do  not  think 
Protestantism  rests  upon  so  frail  a  basis. 
I  should  be  much  more  afraid  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion  if  I  thought  that 
,  these  foolish  and  obsolete  restrictions  were 
really  the  securities  upon  which  Protest- 
antism depended.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
has  asked  me  some  questions  with  regaini 
to  certain  prooeedingi  that  have  Uk^a 
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place.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  wiuias 
to  ask  me  now  with  respect  to  the  oreatioa 
of  Roman  Catholic  archbishopriea  in  Bag* 
land.  I  do  not  know  that  the  Pope  hat 
authorised  in  any  way,  by  any  auihori^ 
he  may  have,  the  creation  of  any  afoh* 
bishopric  or  bishopric  with  diocessea  ia 
England;  but  certainly  I  have  not  given 
my  consent — nor  should  I  give  my  coQsenl 
if  [  were  asked  to  do  so — to  any  snoh  for- 
mation of  diocesses.  With  regard  to  api* 
ritual  authority,  the  hon.  Gentleman  muat 
see,  when  he  alludes  to  other  Stalea  in 
Europe,  that  whatever  control  ia  to  be 
obtained  over  the  spiritual  authority  of  the 
Pope,  can  only  be  obtained  by  agreemenl 
for  that  end.  You  must  either  give  cert 
tain  advantages  to  the  Roman  Oatholie 
religion,  and  obtain  from  the  Pope  certaui 
other  advantages  in  return,  among  whieh 
you  must  stipulate  that  the  Pope  shall  not 
create  any  diocesses  in  England  without 
the  consent  of  the  Queen;  or,  on  the  othev 
hand,  you  must  say  that  you  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  arrangements  of  thei 
kind — that  you  will  not  consent,  in  any 
^&y>  ^0  gi^o  ^^7  authority  to  the  Romaa 
Catholic  religion  in  England.  But,  then* 
you  must  leave  the  spiritual  authority  of 
the  Pope  entirely  unfettered.  You  cannot 
bind  the  Pope's  spiritual  influence  unleia 
you  have  some  agreement.  For  my  own 
part,  I  am  not  disposed  to  think  thai  it 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  this  eoun- 
try,  or  that  it  would  be  agreeable  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  that  we  should  have  an 
agreement  with  the  Pope,  by  which  theilr 
religious  arrangements  should  be  regii- 
lated.  But,  although  you  may  prevent 
any  spiritual  authority  from  being  ezev- 
cised  by  the  Pope  by  law,  yet  there  is  no 
provision — no  law — my  hon.  Friend  oould 
frame  that  would  deprive  the  Pope  of  that 
influence  which  is  merely  exercised  over 
the  mind,  or  that  would  preclude  him  from 
giving  advice  to  those  who  choose  to  at- 
tend to  such  advice.  It  is  quite  obvious  that 
you  cannot  by  any  means  and  authority 
whatever  prevent  the  Pope  from  communi- 
cating with  the  Catholics  of  this  country. 
You  may  try  to  prevent  such  communica- 
tion from  being  open ;  but  I  think  it  would 
be  very  foolish  if  you  took  any  meana  of 
great  vigour  and  energy  for  that  purpose. 
If,  however,  such  communication  is  not 
open,  it  will  be  secret.  So  long  aa  there 
are  Roman  Catholics  in- the  country,  and 
90  long  as  they  acknowledge  the  Pope  as 
the  head  of  their  Church,  you  cannot  pre- 
vent his  having  spiritual  inflnenoe  over 
those  who  belong  to  that  oommnniop»   Uf 
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hon.  Friend  put  a  question  to  me  with  re- 
spect to  a  letter  of  Lord  Clarendon  to  Earl 
Grey,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies. I  do  not  think  there  is  any  official 
letter  on  the  suhjeot  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred.  I  think  it  was  merely 
a  priyate  letter  of  Lord  Clarendon,  com- 
monicating  to  Lord  Grey  what  had  heen 
done  in  Ireland,  and  that  Lord  Grey 
issued  his  circular  in  consequence.  The 
hon.  Baronet  also  put  a  question  to  me 
with  respect  to  a  letter  to  Archhishop 
Murray.  That,  likewise,  was  a  private 
letter,  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  could  in 
any  form  be  produced;  but  I  hare  no  hesi- 
tation in  acknowledging  the  substance 
and  object  of  that  letter.  Its  substance 
was  to  inform  Archbishop  Murray  that 
Lord  Clarendon  had  been  considering 
the  amendments  in  the  proposed  sta- 
tutes of  the  colleges  which  are  not  yet 
formed  in  Ireland,  and  that  he  hoped  those 
amendments  would  have  the  effect  of  re- 
moving the  suspicion  of  many  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  and  laity  that  these  col- 
leges would  be  of  an  irreligious  character, 
and  would  tend  to  promote  infidelity.  The 
object  of  that  letter,  no  doubt  was,  that 
the  Pope,  who  had  written  to  Ireland,  ad- 
vising the  Roman  Catholics  not  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  those  colleges,  should 
consider  those  amendments,  which  might 

frobably  lead  him  to  withdraw  his  censure, 
should  not  have  supposed,  had  I  not 
heard  the  statement  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
that  he  could  have  seen  anything  so  very 
wrong  or  alarming  in  this  letter  of  Lord 
Clarendon,  or  in  the  purpose  he  had  in 
view.  I  remember,  when  that  plan  was 
first  proposed,  my  hon.  Friend  lifted  up 
his  hands  and  said,  "  Here  is  a  gigantic 
■eheme  of  godless  education  !**  That  was 
his  feeling  as  a  Protestant.  Some  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops  entertained  the 
same  objection.  They  apprehended  —  I 
think  groundlessly — that  these  colleges 
would  tend  to  promote  infidelity.  I  ask, 
then,  whether  Lord  Clarendon  was  to  blame, 
considering  the  objections  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  by  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
—considering  that  the  population  of  Ire- 
land is  composed  in  great  part  of  Roman 
Catholics,  and  of  persons  who  belong  to 
the  Protestant  Established  Church — I  ask 
whether,  after  Parliament  had  designed  a 
Bum  of  money  for  the  erection  of  these  col- 
leges. Lord  Clarendon  was  wrong  in  endea- 
vouring to  allay  the  fears  which  existed, 
and  to  render  the  colleges  useful  to  per- 
sons of  all  communities  ?  Really  I  do  not 
Imow  what  197  hon.  Friend's  feelmg  is  with 


regard  to  the  Roman  Catholics.  When 
we  had  under  discussion  in  this  House  the 
admission  of  Jews  into  Parliament,  then 
we  were  all  Christians  together;  Roman 
Catholics,  Presbyterians,  and  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  were  all  closely 
united.  Nothing  but  minute  differences 
then  separated  us.  There  were  none  but 
the  Jews  who  were  to  be  excluded — who 
were  unfit  to  be  admitted  into  our  brother- 
hood. But  the  Bill  relating  to  the  Jews 
having  been  got  rid  of,  it  appears  that  the 
distinction  is  to  be  as  wide  as  ever,  and 
our  dear  and  beloved  brethren,  the  Roman 
Catholics,  have  gone  back  as  far  as  ever 
from  our  communion,  and  we  are  no  longer 
to  treat  them  with  that  great  kindness 
which  was  used  towards  them  when  the 
Jews  were  to  be  the  objects  of  proscription 
and  exclusion.  Seeing,  then,  that  this  Bill 
only  proposes  to  make  the  law  agree  with 
the  fact — seeing  that  Parliament  must  be 
aware  of  the  fact  that  we  have  relations 
with  the  Court  of  Rome,  and  that  occa- 
sions may  arise — whether  they  relate  to 
commerce,  to  the  state  of  Italy,  or  to  more 
general  questions — which  may  make  it  ad- 
visable that  we  should  have  diplomatic  in- 
tercourse with  Rome,  I  hope  the  House 
will  have  no  objectiou  to  sanction  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  which  unites  the  law  with  the 
fact.  The  measure  has  already,  under 
other  circumstances,  been  agreed  to  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  It  was  adopted  by  them 
some  months  ago;  but  since  that  time  cer- 
tain events  have  occurred  which  have  un- 
doubtedly contributed  to  some  extent  to 
shake  the  temporal  authority  of  the  Pope. 
I  trust,  however,  this  House  will  not  con- 
sider that,  because  that  temporal  authority 
has  been  weakened,  now  is  the  time  for  us 
to  say  to  the  Pope — "  We  should  have  been 
glad  to  have  had  diplomatic  relations  with 
you  when  you  were  strong;  but  now  you 
are  weak,  we  must  decline  to  have  any  in- 
tercourse with  you.**  I  hope  the  House 
will  assent  to  this  Bill. 

Ma.  LAW  could  not  concur  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  his  construction  of  the  exist- 
ing law;  nor  could  he  admit  that  the  duty 
of  the  Sovereign  with  respect  to  carrying 
on  relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome  was 
at  all  a  matter  of  doubt.  He  thought  it 
was  not  candid  to  state  in  the  preamble  of 
the  Bill  that  it  was  doubtful  whether  di- 
plomatic relations  could  be  established  with 
the  Sovereign  of  the  Roman  States,  when 
a  proper  interpretation  was  given  of  the 
words  **  Sovereign  of  the  Roman  States." 
The  Pope  of  Rome  was  Sovereign  because 
ha  was  Pope.    Ha  was  not  Popo  beqiuuf 
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he  was  Sovereign.  The  Pope  created  the 
sovereigntj,  the  sovereignty  did  not  create 
the  Pope;  and  therefore  he  thought  it  was 
insincere  and  legally  untrue  to  say  that 
any  douht  existed  as  to  whether,  hy  the 
existing  law,  it  was  competent  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  hold  diplomatic  relations  with  the 
Court  of  Rome.  He  regretted  that  a  no- 
bleman of  great  consideration  should  have 
been  allowed,  in  an  equivocal  character,  to 
hold  those  relations  which  were  forbidden 
by  the  law.  The  present  condition  of  the 
Pope  of  Rome  rendered  it  peculiarly  in- 
convenient at  this  time,  even  if  he  were 
otherwise  qualified,  to  open  those  relations 
with  him.  What  had  he  done  to  entitle 
himself  to  the  confidence  of  this  country  or 
of  Europe,  that  he  should  be  enabled  to  ex- 
ercise that  meddling  and  mischievous  policy 
which,  wielding  a  double  sceptre,  he  had 
such  facilities  for  doing  ?  He  had  already 
disturbed  the  foundations  of  the  Italian 
States.  We  had  had  an  instance  of  the 
most  atrocious  aggression  on  his  part 
against  the  Austrian  empire.  And  now 
we  were  called  upon  to  adjust  those  differ- 
ences, when  Austria,  by  her  courage  and 
her  arms,  vindicated  her  just  rights  ;  we 
were  called  upon  to  restrain  that  Power 
which  had  so  valiantly  stood  alone,  and 
maintained  its  own  against  all  comers,  by 
stepping  forward  to  commence  relations 
witli  the  sovereign  authority  of  Rome,  who 
had  been  the  fomenter  of  those  distur- 
bances. When  he  who  had  been  the  au- 
thor of  the  mischief  had  received  a  check, 
we  were  asked  to  step  in  and  destroy  the 
fruits  of  legitimate  conquests  belonging  to 
Austria,  and  to  uphold  that  Power  which 
had  shaken  to  its  foundation  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Italian  States.'  The  Bill  was 
altogether  a  subterfuge  to  legalise  that 
which  was  against  the  constitution  and  the 
law,  and  the  title  by  which  Her  Majesty 
held  her  Crown,  and  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  oppose  the  further  progress  of  the 
measure. 

Mb.  HENRY  DRUMMOND  said,  that 
an  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  raised  an 
objection  to  the  Bill,  which  was  of  grave 
importance;  and  if  he  could  think  that  it 
were  possible,  as  that  learned  Gentleman 
had  distinctly  charged,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  intending  to  make  it  a 
machinery  and  a  means  by  which,  directly 
or  indirectly,  the  Queen  should  make  use 
of  the  Pope  or  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
to  rule  her  subjects,  he  would  decidedly 
oppose  the  measure,  as  a  thing  derogatory 
to  the  Crown  of  these  realms.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's duty  was  to  rule  Her  subjects  Her- 


self, without  reference  to  any  foreign  So- 
vereign; but  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
Ministry  had  any  such  intention  as  that 
learned  Gentleman  had  stated.  It  had 
been  alleged  that  this  Bill  was  to  make  a 
great  change;  and  the  change  was  called 
a  reconciliation  with  the  Church  of  Rome, 
He  would  not  quibble  upon  words;  but  this 
he  would  say,  that  anything  which  was  to 
be  the  means  of  producing  reconciliation 
among  all  the  sects  of  Christendom  should 
receive  his  warmest  approbation.  Much 
too  long  had  men  tried  to  distinguish 
themselves  by  fomenting  acrimonious  feel- 
ings among  religious  communities;  and 
when  he  heard  so  much  cheering  at  tlie 
sentiment  that  there  should  be  peace 
among  the  nations,  and  war  should  be 
heard  of  no  more,  he  conceived  it  but  a 
vain  delusion  to  suppose  such  a  consumma- 
tion possible  while  men  continued  to  re- 
gard it  as  a  part  of  their  religious  duty  to 
continue  their  sectarian  animosity.  He 
had  passed  many  a  Wednesday  with  wor« 
thy,  respectable,  and  grown-up  gentlemen* 
who  were  positively  in  a  state  of  panic 
lest  bulls  should  come  into  Ireland.  Now, 
after  all,  what  was  a  bull  coming  into  Ire- 
land ?  An  old  gentleman  in  Rome  put  a 
letter  in  the  post  directed  to  another  old 
gentleman  in  Dublin.  If  Gentlemen  would 
only  look  hard  at  it,  they  would  not  be  so 
much  frightened,  after  all.  He  perceived 
there  was  a  clause  in  the  Bill  to  prevent 
the  Pope  from  appointing  an  ecclesiastical 
person  his  representative.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men were  alarmed  lest  a  cardinal  should 
find  his  way  here;  but  did  they  suppose 
that  by  any  machinery  in  the  world  they 
could  really  prevent  a  cardinal  from  com- 
ing in  ?  They  were  only  showing  a  peevish 
jealousy,  and  insulting  the  Court  with 
which  they  sought  to  establish  relations. 
A  petition  against  the  Bill  had  been  pre- 
sented from  the  Dean  of  Westminster;  and 
the  fear  expressed  was,  that  the  Pope 
would  appoint  archbishops  and  bishops  in 
this  country.  If  the  Church  of  Scotland 
chose  to  establish  another  presbytery  in 
London,  we  could  not  stop  it;  it  was  no 
concern  of  ours;  and,  as  to  Roman  Catho* 
lie  archbishops  and  bishops,  we  were  bound 
to  acknowledge  them;  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land recognised  the  orders  of  the  Chur^ 
of  Rome.  It  was  easy  to  talk  against 
their  titles  of  "archbishops"  and  "bi- 
shops;** but  they  were  not  mere  sound — 
they  were  facts — realities — ^persons  hokU 
ing  high  offices,  and  the  Roman  Catholics 
alone  were  the  fit  judges  how  many  there 
should  he,   and  where    they  should   be 
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placed.  Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  have 
a  great  dislike  to  the  Pope ;  perhaps  some 
of  them  had  the  same  feeling  as  was  en- 
tertained in  Scotland,  where  there  was  a 
great  horror  of  him;  first,  because  he  was 
Antichrist;  next,  because  he  was  identified 
with  the  "scarlet  lady;"  and,  thirdly — 
which  was  the  great  offence  of  all — ^be- 
cause he  was  a  bishop.  He  (Mr.  Drum- 
mond)  looked  upon  this  Bill  as  just  en- 
abling the  GoYemment  to  do  openly  and 
honestly  what  they  had  long  been  obliged 
to  do  clandestinely. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  jnst  sat  down  had  stated  clearly, 
in  his  opening,  the  reasons  on  which  he 
(Mr.  Napier)  founded  his  objections  to  the 
Bill.     The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  if 
it  was  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  make  use  of  the  power  of  the 
Pope  to  govern  her  subjects  in  the  united 
kingdom,  he  would  oppose  the  Bill.     The 
great  question  was  whether  the  genuine — 
he  would  not  say  the  ostensible — object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  make  use  of  the  Pope  for 
that  purpose  indirectly.     This  Bill  went  to 
recognise  an  authority  not  recognised  by 
this  country;  and  the  result  might  be  that 
that  authority  would  come   into   conflict 
with  that  of  the  Queen,  and  divide  the  al- 
legiance of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.     The 
British  constitution  protested  against  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Pope  in  these  realms. 
The  great  Lord  Somers,  who  took  so  pro- 
minent a  part  in  the  last  Act  of  Settle- 
ment, said  that  those  who  simply  adhered 
to  the  Catholic  Church  were  good  Catholics, 
— those  who  dealt  with  the  Court  of  Rome 
were  Papists,  and  enemies  and  traitors  to 
the  realms  of  England,  and  utterly  unfit  for 
any  trust  in  any  Protestant  country.    Lord 
Somers,    by    that    distinction,    evidently 
meant  that  those  who  recognised  the  power 
and  authority  of  the  Pope  of  Rome  to  be 
superior  to  that  of  the  Sovereign  of  Eng- 
land, professed  themselves  not  amenable  to 
the  laws  of  England,  and  they  ought  not  to 
partake  of  the  benefits  of  the  English  consti- 
tution.  If  the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  en- 
able the  Government  to  have  negotiations 
with  the  Court  of  Rome,  and  to  acknowledge 
the  Pope,  as  the  spiritual  head  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  to  control  any  portion  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  he  would  join  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  of  London  in 
opposing  its  further  progress.  If  it  could  be 
shown  that  a  wholesome  policy  required 
any  acts  to  be  performed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, such  as  this  Bill  would  sanction,  he 
woald  not  oppose  it;  but  was  it  right  that 
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a  Government  that  had  done  wrong  steal- 
thily should  now  come  forward  and  say, 
"  These  things  ought  to  be  done  openly; 
we  have  violated  the  law;  let  us  have  a 
Bill  which  will  sanction  that  violation." 
The  bulk  of  the  Protestants  of  the  empire 
said  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
introduced  a  Bill  opposed  to  the  constitu- 
tion and  public  feeling  of  this  country, 
which  would  inflame  discord,  excite  sus- 
picion, and  promote  intrigue.  If,  as  had 
been  asserted — and  the  assertion  had  not 
been  denied — the  main  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  govern  Ireland,  and  if  the  British 
constitution  were  not  strong  enough  to 
effect  that  object  without  the  aid  of  the 
interference  of  Rome,  then  he  would  say, 
advisedly,  they  had  no  right  to  hold 
Ireland  one  single  hour  in  connexion  with 
England.  The  Bill  was  first  introduced 
on  the  14th  of  December,  1847.  It  was 
stated  in  another  place,  by  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  that  Lord  Minto  left 
this  country  accredited  to  all  the  States  of 
Italy,  except  one,  to  which,  no  doubt,  by 
the  law  of  this  country,  as  that  law  was 
generally  understood,  he  could  not  be  ac- 
credited. In  introducing  this  Bill,  the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said — 

"  There  is  not  a  Court  in  the  vrorhi  in  which 
it  would  be  more  useful  for  this  Government  to 
be  enabled  to  explain  the  nature  and  object  of  its 
ovrn  transactions,  and  to  lay  them  open  to  the 
head  of  that  Court,  with  the  peculiar  influence  he 
possesses  in  every  part  of  Her  Majesty's  domin- 
ions." 

Afterwards,  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill,  a  noble  Lord,  formerly  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  stated  that  if  the  BiU 
was  not  intended  to  facilitate  the  dealings 
of  this  country  with  Her  Majesty's  Roman 
Catholic  subjects,  it  would  be  useless  and 
objectionable.  It  was  stated  again  in  tl^ 
presence  of  the  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
this  measure,  that  it  was  to  make  the  Pope 
ancillary  to  the  Government  of  Ireland, 
which  he  did  not  deny.  It  had  been  stated 
that  evening  in  the  presence  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  that  that  was  its  object, 
and  he  had  not  yet  heard  any  denial  from 
the  Government,  although  he  had  waited 
to  hear  from  them  a  manly  and  explicit 
avowal  that  such  was  not  its  object.  Was 
that  an  English  course?  If  the  Bill  merely 
related  to  the  affairs  of  Italy,  he  wished  to 
know  what  necessity  there  was  for  our  in- 
terfering with  Italian  affairs  at  all  ?  Why 
should  England  interfere  with  the  Pope, 
and  embroil  herself  with  Italian  troubles  ? 
If  this  Bill  were  passed,  the  Government 
must  recognbe  the  Pope's  supremacy,  and 
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enter  into  negotiations,  which  the  Protest- 
ant Act  of  Settlement  forbad.  If  the  re- 
lations with  the  Pope  contemplated  by  this 
Bill  were  sanctioned,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Pope,  as  in  duty  bound, 
would  contrive  by  every  means  to  extend 
his  religion  throughout  these  realms. 
From  the  earliest  periods  of  our  history, 
the  supremacy  of  the  Church  of  England 
had  been  jealously  upheld  by  the  Legisla- 
ture; but  we  were  now  about  to  throw 
aside  all  former  safeguards.  The  Bill 
said,  in  a  shuffling  way,  **  the  Sovereign 
of  the  Roman  States."  Why  not  say  the 
Pope  at  once?  The  real  object  of  this 
measure  was  to  govern  Ireland  through 
the  Pope,  and  it  was  not  therefore  unrea- 
sonable in  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  to 
view  it  with  alarm.  The  Irish  Protestants 
had  been  loyal  and  faithful,  and  ought  not 
to  be  lightly  treated.  Sedition  never  came 
from  their  lips;  but  they  were  unnoticed 
and  disregarded.  They  found  in  one  part 
of  Ireland  disloyalty  and  sedition,  and  in 
another  (in  the  north)  peace  and  loyalty; 
and  was  it  wise  to  depart  from  a  system 
which  had  at  least  caused  peace  and  loy- 
alty to  one  portion  of  the  population  of 
Ireland? 

Mb.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  felt  that 
they  would  be  greatly  deceiving  themselves 
and  misleading  the  country  if  they  were  to 
deal  with  this  question  otherwise  than  as 
with  a  question  deserving  much  greater 
discussion  in  a  much  fuller  House  than  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  it  could  possibly 
obtain.  If  the  measure  were  to  be  vindi- 
cated on  the  grounds  stated  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
with^respect  to  commercial  relations,  and 
also  by  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  in  his  able  and,  in  that  point 
of  view,  satisfactory  speech,  he  could  not 
differ  from  its  principle.  But  in  that  point 
of  view  alone  the  measure  was  not  and 
could  not  be  of  such  pressing  importance 
that  it  should  be  urged  on  the  acceptance 
of  the  House  at  this  period  of  the  Session, 
and  in  the  present  state  of  public  business; 
as  it  was  obvious  that  no  time  could  be  de- 
voted to  the  full  and  fair  consideration  of 
its  import  and  effect,  so  as  to  determine 
whether  it  did  not  involve  more  important 
principles  and  consequences  than  those  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  adverted.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs had  stated  that  this  measure  rested 
on  the  ground  that  this  country  had  com- 
mercial relations  of  some,  but  not  of  great, 
though  it  might  be  of  growing  importance 


with  the  Roman  States.  If  sufficient  pro- 
vision had  not  been  made  for  the  maintep- 
ance  of  commercial  relations  with  the  Ro- 
man States,  the  subject  was  a  proper  one 
for  consideration;  but  that  the  House  should 
for  that  reason  hurry  through  a  measure  in- 
volving such  collateral  consequences  as  the 
present  Bill,  was  a  conclusion  in  which  he 
could  not  coincide.  The  commercial  in- 
terests of  the  Roman  States  had  been  in 
the  same  position  as  now  since  the  noble 
Lord  succeeded  to  office,  and  under  his  pre- 
decessors ;  and  with  respect  to  the  railways 
which  had  not  been  begun  in  the  Roman 
States,  or  even  in  Italy,  so  as  to  be  avail- 
able for  the  carriage  of  mails,  he  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  consideration  stAted  as 
an  argument  for  opening  new  diplomatic 
relations  with  the  Roman  States.  He  would 
be  ready  to  concur  in  any  measure  for  put- 
ting those  relations  on  a  proper  footing, 
and  to  provide  the  means  for  carrying  out 
such  a  measure,  so  that  while  its  objects 
were  open  and  avowed,  it  should  be  inca- 
pable of  being  used  for  other  purposes  than 
those  which  were  avowed.  But  when  it 
was  proposed  to  establish  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  the  Sovereign  of  the  Roman 
States,  the  head  of  the  Roman  Catholio 
Church,  it  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind,  that 
they  were  not  only  filling  up  a  blank  in  their 
diplomatic  relations  with  foreign  Powers, 
but  adopting  a  measure  which  might  esta- 
blish relations  to  which  no  other  diplomatic 
relations  had  any  analogy  whatever.  This 
country  had  no  Minister  accredited  to  anj 
other  spiritual  potentate  on  the  face  of  the 
earth.  The  practical  question,  after  all,  was, 
whether  the  measure  was  likely  to  be  used 
for  other  than  diplomatic  purposes  conr 
nected  with  the  commerce  of  the  country  f 
If  he  thought  it  could  not  be  used  for  other 
than  such  diplomatic  purposes,  he  should 
not  oppose  the  Bill;  but  therein  lay  the 
difficulty.  The  noble  Lord  said  there  were 
two  systems  open  for  adoption:  one,  as  in 
Prussia,  which  authorised  the  Government 
of  the  State  to  interfere  with  the  spiritual 
arrangements;  *'but,"  said  the  noble 
Lord,  "we  go  on  a  different  system;  we 
have  not  those  political  relations  with  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church;*'  and  the  noble 
Lord  added  that  he  did  not  think  it  desir- 
able they  should  have  such  relations.  The 
proposition  had  been  made  to  introduce,, 
co-ordinately  with  the  present  Established 
Church  of  Ireland,  another  establishmoit 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  Church.  It  was  im- 
possible to  doubt  that  if  we  established 
diplomatic  relations  with  the  Court  of  Romep 
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arrangements  might  be  made  for  stopping 
the  mouths  of  the  opponents  of  a  proposi- 
tion for  altering  the  relations  of  the  State 
with  the  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  and 
for  giving  an  advantage  to  those  who  might 
hereafter  introduce  such  a  measure.  Un- 
der these  circumstances,  he  could  not  make 
up  his  mind  to  vote  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  at  this  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, when  it  was  impossible  that  it  could 
reecive  the  consideration  which  the  impor- 
tant collateral  subjects  connected  with  it 
demanded. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  felt  it  im- 
possible to  give  a  silent  vote  upon  this 
question;  but  he  would  endeavour  to  com- 
press what  he  had  to  say  within  a  brief 
space.  There  were,  he  must  confess,  se- 
veral circumstances  connected  with  the 
question,  particularly  as  regarded  the  time 
at  which  the  Bill  had  been  proposed,  which 
made  it  difficult  for  him  to  give  the  vote 
which  he  felt  compelled  to  give  in  asser- 
tion of  the  principle  of  the  measure.  It 
was  an  unfortunate  incident,  as  had  been 
observed  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Plymouth,  that  the  House 
should  be  called  upon,  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session,  when  the  minds  of  Members 
were  exhausted  by  the  labours  which  they 
bad  gone  through,  to  give  judgment  upon  a 
question  like  this,  touching  upon  some  of  the 
highest  and  most  delicate  matters  which 
could  come  under  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament. It  was  also  unfortunate,  as  his 
hon.  Friend  and  Colleague  had  urged,  that 
the  House  should  be  invited  to  debate  the 
question  at  a  moment  when — looking  to 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Italy — it  was  not 
improbable  that  in  a  few  months  the  whole 
of  the  subject-matter  in  dispute  would  have 
passed  away.  It  was  further  unfortunate, 
as  his  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague  had  point- 
ed out,  that  the  House  should  be  called 
upon  to  consider  the  question  at'  a  time 
when  the  Pope  proposed  to  divide  the  Eng- 
lish territory  intoarch  bishoprics  and  bish- 
oprics. He  concurred  with  those  who 
thought  that  we  must  stand  upon  one  of 
two  grounds.  If  we  declined  political 
communication  with  the  See  of  Rome,  we 
had  no  right  to  complain  of  any  steps  which 
the  Pope  might  take  with  respect  to  the 
administration  of  his  own  ecclesiastical 
affairs;  but  an  act  so  directly  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  laws  of  the  land  as  the  parti- 
tioning of  the  country  into  archbishoprics 
and  bishoprics  was  a  most  unfortunate 
proceeding,  not  only  because  it  was  gene- 
rally and  justly  offensive  to  the  feelings  of 


the  people  of  England,  and  totally  unneces- 
sary, as  he  believed,  for  Roman  Catholio 
purposes,  but  also  because  it  ill  assorted 
with  the  grounds  on  which  the  Parliament 
was  invited  by  the  present  Bill  to  establish 
definite  relations  with  the  See  of  Rome. 
Having  thus  briefly  adverted  to  the  rea- 
sons which  he  thought  ought  to  induce  the 
Government  to  postpone  the  measure 
until  next  Session,  he  would  now  state 
the  course  which  he  must  take  upon  the 
present  occasion.  It  would  not  be  consistent 
with  his  duty  to  evade  the  difficulty  in 
which  he  felt  himself  placed  by  declining 
to  give  a  vote  for  the  second  reading. 
He  was  determined  not  to  blink  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  Bill.  What  were  the 
grounds  of  the  policy  which  this  country 
had  hitherto  observed  towards  the  See  of 
Rome?  For  100  years  after  the  Refor- 
mation, the  Pope  was  actually  in  arms  for 
the  purpose  of  recovering  by  force  his  lost 
dominion  in  this  country.  That  was  an 
historical  fact.  It  was  not  referred  to  by 
him  for  the  purpose  of  blame;  the  proceed- 
ing was  conformable  to  the  practice  of  the 
time.  It  was  only  natural  that  we  should 
have  prohibited  relations  with  the  See  of 
Rome  when  it  attacked  the  title  of  the 
Sovereign  of  these  realms;  but  there  was 
no  reason  for  continuing  the  prohibition  at 
the  present  moment,  when  all  danger  from 
such  a  cause  was  universally  admitted  to 
have  ceased.  He  now  came  to  the  second 
ground.  He  felt,  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin, 
that  there  was  something  most  unsatisfac- 
tory and  unbecoming  to  the  character  of 
Englishmen  in  the  present  state  of  our  re- 
lations with  the  See  of  Rome.  It  might 
he  alleged  that,  under  the  existing  sys- 
tem, we  did  substantially  maintain  diplo- 
matic relations  with  Rome.  He  did  not 
here  allude  to  mere  consular  appointments, 
for  they  would  not  raise  the  question  of 
diplomatic  relations.  But  we  had  had 
agents  acting  in  Rome  on  matters  of  great 
and  paramount  importance;  and  no  one 
had  ever  said  a  stop  ought  to  be  put  to 
that  system.  A  necessity,  that  was  felt 
to  be  stronger  than  the  letter  of  the  Uw, 
had  brought  about  this  state  of  things;  a 
feeling  of  necessity  stronger  than  national 
or  party  prepossessions  had  driven  us  into 
a  practice  not  altogether  compatible  with 
the  frankness  and  ingenuousness  of  the 
English  character.  He  thought,  however, 
that  this  state  of  matters  should  not  exist 
— that  the  pretence  ought  to  be  made 
conformable  to  the  reality,  and  the  pro- 
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fession   to  what  was   the  practice.     He 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Memher  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
had  placed  this  part  of  the  question  on  its 
true  ground.     It  was  not  merely  the  rela- 
tions which  this  country  bore  to  Italian 
affairs  that  were  to  be  considered  in  deal- 
ing with  this  measure.     They  would  not 
be  dealing  honestly  nor  fairly  with  the 
case  if  they  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact ; 
and  they  would  be  chargeable  with  legis- 
lating on  this  question  on  false  and  erro- 
neous pretences.     It  had  been  admitted  in 
the  House  of  Lords  in  the  most  distinct 
and  emphatic  language,  that  the  demands 
upon  Parliament  to  pass  this  Bill  had  re- 
ference mainly  to  the  occasional  necessity 
that  existed  for  the  intervention  of  the 
See  of  Rome  in  affairs  of  an  internal  and 
domestic    character.     Now,    he    did    not 
think  it  necessarily  followed  that  this  Bill 
made  any  alteration  in  the  position  of  Par- 
liament with  reference  to  the  Church  of 
Rome  in  Ireland.     He  was  satisfied,  that 
if  a  time  should  come  when  some  general 
arrangement  with  the  Church  of  Rome  in 
Ireland  should   be    considered   desirable, 
there  would  not  be  the  slightest  pretence 
for  saying  that  Parliament  was  betrayed 
into  a  measure  of  that  nature,  or  adopted 
it  unprepared  and  unawares.    There  would 
be  ample  evidence  before  that  time   ar- 
rived, that  the  establishment  of  these  di- 
plomatic relations  had  done  nothing  what- 
ever to  fetter  the  perfect  liberty  with  which 
they  should  approach  the  discussion  of  such 
a  subject.     It  was  admitted  that  we  had 
occasionally  been  subjected  to  the  neces- 
sity of  holding  communication  with  the 
Roman  Catholic   authorities.      Indeed,  it 
could  not  be  denied;  and  surely  to  that 
admission,  followed  another  admission  of 
the  inevitable  necessity  for  a  measure  of 
this  description.     He  would  take  the  in- 
stance of  the  Bill  for  erecting  academical 
institutions  in  Ireland.     Was  it  not  ob- 
vious as  a  measure  of  good  sense,  that  the 
passing  of  that  Bill  necessitated  commu- 
nications with  the  See  of  Rome  ?     Would 
it  have  been  right  to  institute  these  col- 
leges without  ascertaining  what  were  to  be 
the  arrangements  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
regarding  them?      Reference    had  been 
made  to  a  letter  addressed  on  this  subject 
by  Lord  Clarendon  to  Archbishop  Murray; 
but  he  could  see  nothing  that  was   not 
perfectly  fair  and  reasonable  in  that  letter. 
He  could  see  in  it  nothing  offensive  to  any 
other  church  or  denomination ;  because  he 
held  there  was  fair  ground  for  the  pre- 


sumption, that  if  the  measure  had  not  the 
concurrence  of  the  Protestant  people  of 
Ireland,  they  would  have  made  their  views 
known  through  their  representatives.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  held  communication 
with  the  See  of  Rome  through  Archbishop 
Murray;  and  he  would  only  say  that,  in 
his  view,  it  would  be  acting  wrong  to  es^ 
tabllsh  educational  institutions  in  Ireland 
and  not  communicate  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  authorities  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  those  institutions  were  to  be  framed. 
If  they  granted  this,  then  he  asked  if  it 
was  right  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
be  driven  to  an  indirect  and  clandestine 
communication  with  the  See  of  Rome? 
If  they  merely  went  to  a  bishop'  or  an 
archbishop,  who  were  inferior  to  the  Pope 
of  Rome  in  authority,  no  satisfactory  ar- 
rangements could  be  made;  they  would  be 
making  covenants  with  persons  who  were 
irresponsible  to  them;  and,  therefore,  if 
they  wished  it  to  be  known  that  they  made 
valid  arrangements  with  the  Church  of 
Rome,  they  had  no  choice  but  to  go  to 
the  head-quarters  where  such  arrangements 
alone  could  be  made.  They  might  as  well 
treat  with  sergeants  and  corporals  instead 
of  the  general  of  an  army,  as  with  persons 
of  secondary  rank  in  the  Church  of  Rome; 
and,  therefore,  as  a  matter  of  business  and 
common  sense,  it  had  become  an  inevita- 
ble necessity  that  on  those  particular  and 
limited  occasions,  when  the  House  thought 
it  necessary  to  legislate  on  Roman  Ca- 
tholic affairs,  there  should  be  communi- 
cation with  the  Roman  Catholic  autho- 
rities. That  involved  communication  with 
the  Pope;  and  if  so,  it  was  perfectly 
right  and  proper  that  it  should  be  direct 
and  avowed,  instead  of  being  clandestine. 
But  it  was  said  that  thi^  would  go  to  sub- 
stitute the  influence  of  the  Pope  for  the 
authority  of  the  Crown.  He  saw  the 
force  of  this  remark,  and  he  was  ready  to 
admit  that  they  ought  ever  to  look  to  the 
authority  of  the  Crown  and  the  law,  in- 
stead of  foreign  intervention,  in  the  go- 
vernment of  the  country.  But  he  could 
not  look  to  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  recol- 
lect that  there  were  men  in  that  House 
charged  with  the  maintenance  of  peace 
and  order  in  Ireland,  and  refuse  to  give 
them  any  aid  not  illegitimate  which  tiiey 
might  wish  to  make  available  for  ihia 
great  purpose.  He  would  not,  from  any 
fear  of  being  misapprehended,  and  of  be- 
ing thought  to  entertain  views  regarding 
future  schemes — which  he  would  leave  to 
be  dealt  with  when  their  time  of  ripeneii 
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came — he  would  not,  from  any  such  con« 
Biderations,  withhold  his  support  from  this 
measure.  If  it  was  true  that,  on  certain 
occasions,  when  a  spirit  of  disaffection,  or 
something  like  disaffection,  was  manifested 
in  Ireland,  the  influence  of  the  spiritual 
head  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  had 
been  beneficially  used  for  the  maintenance 
of  peace  and  order,  he  would  not  shrink 
from  saying  that  he  regarded  favourably 
the  use  of  that  influence,  though  he  re- 
gretted the  necessity  which  had  arisen  for 
its  exercise ;  and  he  would  conclude  by 
stating  that,  on  the  present  occasion, 
nothing  would  he  done  on  his  part  to  pre- 
vent that  influence  being  openly  and  di- 
rectly accepted  whenever  necessity  de- 
manded it. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  dis- 
tinctly and  avowedly,  and  he  would  say 
manfully,  acknowledged  that  he  considered 
Her  Majesty  incapable  of  governing  Ire- 
land. Such  was  the  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  from  what  he  had  stated  to  the 
House.  He  had  always  looked  on  this 
measure  with  extreme  dislike,  and  that 
feeling  had  been  heightened  by  what  had 
occurred  during  the  debate.  It  was  an 
attempt  to  obtain  for  Her  Majesty  the  co- 
operation of  a  Power  that  never  would  co- 
operate, but  which  would  endeavour  to 
supersede  the  authority  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  would  give  the  Bill  the  most 
determined  opposition. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  that  if  he  voted 
against  the  second  reading,  it  arose  from 
the  period  at  which  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site had  brought  the  question  forward.  In 
the  other  House  it  had  been  urged  on  as  a 
pressing  matter ;  but  in  that  House  the 
noble  Lord  himself  had  postponed  it  nine- 
teen several  times  during  this  Session. 
He  thought  that  the  House  was  justified, 
at  this  very  late  period  of  the  Session,  in 
declining  to  enter  iAto  the  consideration  of 
a  measure  of  this  sort,  deeply  affecting  the 
feelings  of  a  large  portion  of  the  com- 
munity, who  were  necessarily  embarrassed 
to  ascertain  the  grounds  upon  which  it 
was  specifically  brought  forward.  After 
what  they  had  heard,  and  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  noble  Lord  proposed  this 
measure,  and  especially  after  the  speech 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  near  him,  without 
expressing  any  opinion  whether  it  might 
not  be  right  to  place  upon  a  sounder  foot- 
ing our  diplomatic  relations  with  Rome, 
and  considering,  also,  the  conflicting  argu- 
ments by  which  the  Government  supported 


the  measure,   he    should   give    his  vote 
against  the  second  reading. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  word  ''  now  "  stand  part  of  the  ques- 
tion : — Ayes  125;  Noes  46  ;  Majority  79. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Abdy,  T.  N.  Lushington,  C. 

Aclnnd,  Sir  T.  D.  M'Gregor,  J. 

Adair,  H.  E.  Maher,  N.  V. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S.  Martin,  J. 

Anson,  hon.  Col.  Martin,  C.  W. 

Armstrong,  Sir  A.  Matheson,  Col. 
Arundel    and    Surrey,    Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 

Earl  of  Melgund,  Visct. 

Bagshaw,  J.  Milner,  W.  M.  E. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  Monsell,  W. 

Bellew,  R.  M.  Moore,  G.  H. 

Berkeley,  hon.  Capt.  Morpeth,  Visct. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F,  Norreys,  Lord 

Bemal,  R.  Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 

Birch,  Sir  T.  B.  O'Brien,  T. 

Blackall,  S.  W.  O'Connell,  M.  J. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 

Boyle,  hon.  Col.  Osborne,  R. 

Bright,  J.  Owen,  Sir  J. 

Brotherton,  J.  Paget,  Lord  A. 

Brown,  W.  Paget,  Lord  C. 

Buller,  C.  Palmerston,  Visot. 

Bunbury,  E.  H.  Parker,  J. 

Carew,  W.  H.  P.  Pechell,  Capt. 

Childers,  J.  W.  Perfect,  R. 

Clay,  J.  Pinney,  W. 

Clements,  hon.  C.  S.  Power,  Dr. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E.  Pusey,  P. 

Courtenay,  Lord  Raphael,  A. 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F.  Reynolds,  J. 

Craig,  W.  G.  Rich,  H. 

Denison,  W.  J.  Romilly,  Sir  J. 

Divett,  E.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Dodd,  G.  Rutherford,  A. 

Douro,  Marq.  of  Salwey,  Col. 

Drummond,  U.  Scholeflcld,  W. 

Dundas,  Adm.  Seymour,  Lord 

Dunne,  F.  P.  Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 

Ebrington,  Visct.  Shelbume,  Earl  of 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E.  Sheridan,  R.  B. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  Simeon,  J. 

Foley,  J.  H.  H.  Smith,  J.  A. 

Forster,  M.  Somerville,rt.hon.SirW, 

Fox.  W.  J.  Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Gladstone,  rt.hon.W.E.     Talfourd,  Sen. 

Greene,  J.  Tenison,  E.  K. 

Grenfell,  C.  W.  Thioknesse,  R.  A. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Thompson,  Col. 

Grey,  R.  W.  Thomely,  T. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R.  ToUemache,  hon.  F.  J, 

Grosvenor,  Earl  Townshend,  Capt. 

Ilarcourt,  G.  G.  Turner,  E. 

Hawes,  B.  Villiers,  hon.  C. 

Hayter,  W.  G.  Watkins,  Col. 

Hcadlam,  T.  E.  Willoox,  B.  M. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.    Williams,  J. 

Hobhouse,  T.  B.  Wilson,  J. 

Howard,  P.  H.  WUson,  M. 

Howard,  Sir  R.  Wodehouse,  E. 

Jervis,  Sir  J.  Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

Keogh,  W.  Wood,  W.  P. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lennord,  T.  B.  txllxm. 

Lewis,  G.  C.  Tufiiell,  H. 

Locke,  J.  HiU,  Lord  M. 
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Arohdall,  Capt. 
Bankes,  6. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Broadley,  H. 
Bruen,  Col. 
Burrell,  Sir  0.  M. 
Cabbell,  B.  B. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christy,  S. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Dick,  Q. 
Duncan,  G. 
Du  Pre,  0.  G. 
Fagan,  W. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Frewen,  0.  H. 
Gooch,  £.  S. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grogan,  £. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Hudson,  G. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
JoUiflfe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Napier,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pearson,  C. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Spooner,  R. 
Tollemacho,  J. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Vemcr,  Sir  W. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Wyld,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Urquhart,  D. 
Anstey,  T.  C. 


Bill  read  a  second  time.  To  be  com- 
mitted. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  One 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  August  18,  1848. 

MiHUTBS.]  Public  Bills.— I*  Petty  Bag,  he.  Office 
(Court  of  Chancery) ;  Commons  Inclosure  (No.  2) ;  Poor 
Ronoval  (No.  2) ;  Parochial  Debt  and  Audit 
2»  Steam  Navigation;  Tithe  Rent  Charge,  Ac  (No.  2) 
Ireland ;  FarmersT  Estate  Society  (Ireland) ;  Turnpike 
Acts  Continuance;  Asiessionable  Manors  Commission- 
ers (Duchies  of  Cornwall  and  L4mca8ter);  Boroughs  In- 
corporation; Militia  Pay. 
JZc^ortof.— Money  Order  Department  (Post  Office) ;  Re- 
gisters of  Sasines  (Scotland);  Court  of  Justiciary  (Scot- 
land) ;  Insolvent  Debtors  Court. 

AUSTRIA  AND  ITALY. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  understood  that  his  nohle  Friend  (Lord 
Brougham)  intended  to  move  for  a  copy  of 
the  despatch  dated  the  11th  September, 
1847,  containing  the  representations  of  the 
Austrian  Government  in  answer  to  the  de- 
spatch of  Lord  Palmcrston  on  the  suhject 
of  any  interference  in  the  affairs  of  Sar- 
dinia. He  had  to  state  that  there  was  no 
objection  to  lay  those  or  any  other  papers 
upon  the  table  of  the  House,  tending  to 
elucidate  that  very  important  subject. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :*  I  had  expected 
as  much  from  the  known  candour  of  my 
noble  Friend.  The  despatch  for  which  I 
move  is  a  document  of  great  importance, 
not  only  from  the  pending  negotiations,  in 

*  From  a  Report  published  by  Ridgway. 


their  reference  to  our  relations  with  Aus- 
tria and  the  Italian  Powers,  but  itlso  with 
regard  to  France,  to  our  peace  with  that 
Republic,  and  I  may  say  to  the  peace  of 
Europe  at  large.  It  will  prove  to  all  man* 
kind  that  Austria  never  entertained  the 
least  design  or  even  desire  to  break  in 
upon  the  arrangements  made  by  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna.  When  my  noble  Friend  in  the 
other  House  (Lord  Palmerston),  as  I  con- 
ceive somewhat  unjustly,  administered 
what  seemed  a  reprimand  to  our  ancient 
ally,  by  giving  warning  that  we  should  re^ 
sent  any  attempt  against  Sardinia,  or 
against  the  Roman  States,  the  answer  was 
promptly  made  that  nothing  could  be  fur- 
ther from  the  wish  of  Austria  than  to  aim 
any  blow  at  the  Sardinian  monarchy;  that 
on  the  contrary,  she  would  join  with  us 
cordially  in  resisting  all  such  aggressions, 
holding  fast  by  the  guarantee  given  in  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna.  Then,  as  to  the  Roman 
States,  she  was  if  possible  still  more  bound 
and  more  resolved  to  resist  any  assault  on 
the  Holy  Father  from  her  intimate  con- 
nexion with  the  See  of  Rome.  But  what 
might  not  have  been  so  naturally  expected 
from  the  conservative  habits  of  Prince  Met- 
ternich — though  I  believe  he  has  newer 
shown  a  disposition  to  resist  any  improre- 
ment,  however  averse  to  such  proceedings 
as  have  of  late  disgraced  Germany,  and 
such  as  have  declared  strongly  in  favour 
of  his  prudent  counsels — Lord  Palmerston 
having  warned  Austria  also  against  inters 
posing  with  force  to  prevent  the  people  of 
any  State  in  Italy  from  effecting  internal 
changes,  his  answer  was  distinctly  that  nd 
such  intention  existed,  nor  any  desire  to 
prevent  any  peaceable  improvements  in  the 
institutions  of  any  Italian  State.  The 
production  of  so  important  a  state  paper, 
is  not  more  an  act  of  mere  justice  to  Aus- 
tria, and  her  highly  distinguished  states^ 
man,  than  it  is  a  useful  document  with  A 
view  to  the  existing  negotiations. 

But  now  it  was  said  that  France  would 
interfere  in  Italy,  and  our  joining  in  the 
mediation  might  prevent  such  a  misfortune. 
My  Lords,  I  say  nothing  against  this  pro- 
ject at  all :  well  meant  it  certainly  is,  it 
may  possibly  be  wisely  conceived  also;  I 
wish  it  all  success.  But  I  must  profess 
my  entire  disbelief  of  any  real  intention 
on  the  part  of  France  to  commit  so  signal 
an  act  of  indiscretion  as  employing  force 
in  Italy.  That  there  are  some  persons,  not 
remarkable  for  either  knowledge  or  wis- 
dom, who  busy  themselves  with  calling  out 
for  an  Italian  campaign,  I  am  well  aware. 
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But  they  are  not  very  many,  and  they  are 
eren  far  less  important  than  numerous; 
they  are  yisionaries,  agitators,  speculators 
in  mischief,  preachers  of  general  revolt, 
men  who  can  only  see  an  abuse  in  each 
established  Government,  who  can  fancy  no 
benefit  to  France  greater  than  involving 
all  others  in  the  ruin  that  she  is  suffering 
under.  These  men  are  unceasing  in  their 
outcry  against  the  continuance  of  peace, 
Strenuous  in  their  fanatical  promulgation 
of  propagandist  doctrine,  loud  in  their  caUs 
for  violent  courses,  incessant  in  their 
thoughtless  demands  of  a  warlike  inter- 
ference with  Italian  affairs.  **  Why,'* 
said  these  wise  politicians,  '^  why  don't 
you  march  across  the  Alps  ?  Why  keep 
troops  idle  and  useless  at  Paris  ?  What 
need  can  there  be  of  50,000  men  in  a 
capital  where  no  breath  of  faction,  no 
whisper  of  revolt  ever  is  heard  ?  All  men 
know — say  these  sage  counsellors — that 
we  have  more  troops  than  we  can  employ 
to  keep  a  peace  in  no  danger  from  any 
quarter.  France,  from  the  Channel  to  the 
Mediterranean  is  in  profound  repose.  Since 
the  revolution  of  February  there  has  not 
been  the  faintest  echo  of  a  tumult — no 
rising,  nor  any  threat  of  it,  on  the  17th  of 
March — none  on  the  15th  of  May,  when 
the  mob  merely  turned  the  National  As- 
sembly neck  and  crop  out  of  their  Chamber 
— ^nothing  in  the  world  more — no  tumult 
on  the  22nd  of  June — further  than  the 
streets  all  flowing  with  blood  for  a  day  or 
two — nothing  whatever  at  any  time  re- 
quiring the  presence  of  troops,  martial 
laws,  or  state  of  siege.  Then,  all  Lyons, 
Nantes,  Bordeaux,  Marseilles,  Avignes, 
Nismes,  Dijon — all  quiet — all  wrapt  in 
deep  repose.  Why  keep  any  troops  what- 
ever in  so  peaceful  a  country  ?  Why  not 
send  all  into  Italy  to  help  the  usurpation 
ef  Charles  Albert,  or  spread  democracy 
over  the  land  ?  And  then  for  money — 
why  there  is  a  superabundance  of  it — 
eredit  strong — money  a  drug — trade  too 
prosperous — merchants  surfeited  with  pro- 
fits— a  general  plethora  of  wealth — stocks 
up  at  110  the  threes,  130  the  fives — more 
capital  than  can  bo  used — the  revenue 
doubling  every  week — the  debt  swept  off 
by  payment  of  twenty  shillings  in  the 
pound  I  Surely,  argue  these  profound 
and  accurate  thinkers  —  these  sage  and 
prudent  counsellors,  nothing  can  be  more 
absurd  than  for  France  to.  keep  peace,  of 
which  she  has  no  kind  of  need,  and  avoid 
war,  which  is  certain  glory  to  her  name,  and 
the  sure  vent  for  her  superfluous  wealth 


— her  unemployed  armies  ?  "  Such  t 
do  not  believe  to  be  the  language  of  Ge^ 
neral  Cavaignac — he  is  none  of  the  vi- 
sionaries I  speak  of — ^he  is  a  sound  practi- 
cal politician,  and  will  think  twice  befote 
he  lets  his  country  go  to  war  for  any  the- 
ory. But  others  are  brimful  of  such  visions, 
as  for  example,  M.  Lamartine  is  one  of  the 
tribe.  He,  a  famous  romancer,  a  middling 
poet,  a  worse  historian,  is  full  of  propagan- 
dist notions — and  when  at  the  head  of 
affairs,  he  scrupled  not  to  issne  a  manifesto 
only  paralleled  in  the  records  of  the  Na- 
tional Convention  during  the  reign  of 
terror.  He  proclaimed  goodwill  to  what- 
ever people  chose  to  revolt  against  its 
rulers,  and  puraue  revolutionary  courses. 
They  should,  he  said,  be  left  to  them- 
selves as  long  as  there  was  a  prospect 
of  their  being  able  to  work  out  their 
own  emancipation;  but  as  soon  as  they 
were  failing,  and  the  regular  Government 
against  which  they  had  risen  was  over- 
powering their  resistance  —  why  then 
France  would  show  herself  the  friend  of 
the  oppressed,  and  give  them  her  suc- 
cour to  break  their  chains.  This,  he 
said,  was  the  **  Mission**  of  France  es- 
pecially— that  is,  she  was  created,  and 
sent  upon  the  earth  to  accomplish  uni- 
versal revolution.  Since  1792,  no  paral- 
lel has  been  furnished  to  this;  since  the 
famous  decree  of  19th  November  in  that 
year,  the  decree  that  France  was  the  aux- 
iliary of  all  insurgents — the  decree  which 
plunged  Europe  into  a  twenty  years* 
war. 

My  Lords,  I  deem  it  my  bounden  duty 
to  consider  for  a  few  moments  the  great 
question  of  foreign  policy  now  calling  for 
the  attention  of  this  House,  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  of  the  country;  and  as  I  shall 
be  readily  acquitted  by  my  noble  Friends 
opposite  of  all  factious  motives,  or  any  in- 
tentions hostile  to  them,  I  prefer  submit- 
ting my  views  of  the  subject  rather  to  them 
than  to  the  people  out  of  doors,  or  even 
your  Lordships  at  large.  I  take  the  case 
to  be  this  \  Wo  should  lay  down  to  our- 
selves some  fixed  principles  for  the  basis  of 
our  conduct — trace  out  for  our  course  some 
known,  intelligible,  definite  line  of  duty 
and  of  policy,  instead  of  varying  from  day 
to  day  according  to  the  aspect  of  events — 
taking  up  one  plan  to-day,  another  to- 
morrow, as  fortune  may  wear  a  different 
face — and  making  ourselves  the  sport  of 
blind  chance,  rather  than  the  followers  of  a 
rational  system,  the  votaries  of  positive 
duty.  Now  I  understand  the  system  which 
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is  built  upon  the  known  public  law  of  Eu- 
rope, which  has  its  foundations  upon  the 
admitted  rights  of  nations  and  the  general 
interests  of  all,  as  best  secured  by  the  in- 
dependence of  each.     I  recognise  the  force 
of  treaties,  and  the  positive  duty  of  abiding 
strictly  by  their  provisions.     They  form  as 
it  were  the  statute  law  of  nations.     As 
long  as  we  plant  our  feet  on  this  secure 
foundation,  we  shall  find  rest;  it  is  a  sound, 
an  intelligible,  a  rational  system — above 
all,  it  is  connected  with  the  public  law  of 
Europe — and  at  once  strengthens  and  is 
supported  by  all  her  most  venerable  and 
most  cherished  institutions.     There  has, 
however,  been  invented  of  late  years  a  very 
different    principle,   which    its    visionary 
apostles  call  nationality.      They   bid   us 
look  not  to  rights,  whether  as  secured  by 
prescription,  by  possession,  or  by  treaty — 
but  to  national  origin,  and  national  diver- 
sities— and  in  pursuit  of  some  chimera  or 
some  ignis  fatuus,  imperfectly  perceived, 
confusedly  described,  but  supposed  to  knit 
certain  nations  together,  and  to  separate 
them  from  others,  these  visionaries  set  all 
common  honesty  as  well  as  all    common 
sense  at  defiance,  rush  on  an  endless  voy- 
age  through   an   unknown   sea,    without 
chart   or    compass,    and    care    not    how 
swiftly    or   how   extensively  they  involve 
the  world  in  war.     The  region  which  they 
have  especially  chosen  for  the  trial  of  their 
theories,  is  fair  Italy.     They  must  needs 
have   all  that  country   united  under  one 
head;  all  the  people  of  that  country  formed 
into   one  nation.     Italy !    why  it  is,  as 
Prince  Metternich  well  said,  a  geographi- 
cal name,  and  not  a  political.    It  expresses 
the   country,  as  certain  of  its  own  poets 
have    said,  which   the  Apennine   divides, 
and  the  sea  and  the  Alps  surround.     It 
means    the    long    territory    between  the 
Genoese  gulph  on  the  one  side,  and  the 
Adriatic   on  the  other.      But  it   denotes 
no  one  country,    nor   is   it   inhabited  by 
any    one    people.      The  interests    of  its 
different  portions   are    diametrically    op- 
posed,   Genoa    conflicting    with    Venice; 
both    with    Leghorn  —  all    with  Naples. 
The  tongues  spoken  by  its  districts  are 
wholly  different;    so   that  a   Piedmontese 
and  a  Lombard  cannot  converse  together, 
nor  a  Genoese  and  a  Milanese,  nor  a  Gala- 
brese  and  a  Roman,  nor  a  Sicilian  and  a 
Neapolitan.     Italy  is   a  series  of  princi- 
palities —  each   principality   a  cluster  of 
towns— each  town  alien  to,  and  as  hateful 
as   alien,   to   its  nearest   neighbour.      A 
monarchy  forming  all  these  jarring  mate- 


rials into  one  mass — a  republic  composed 
of  such  parts — a  federacy  of  republics  as 
the  visionaries  would  have  it,  formed  by 
concatenations  of  these  hostile  States,  and 
designed  to  unite  them  all  into  one— why 
you  may  as  well  speak  of  harmony  in  a 
string  of  vipers,  or  union  among  a  nest  of 
scorpions  !  The  Paris  visionary — the  club 
spouter — the  radical  journalist — knows  no- 
thing of  all  this;  having  only  heard  of  the 
fine  Italian  sky — of  the  beautiful  garden  of 
Europe — of  the  clever  Italian  songster  and 
painter  and  poet; — aye,  but  the  great  bard 
and  patriot  of  Italy,  knew  all  this,  and  how 
did  he  paint  his  countrymen — 

"  Not  only  town  with  town  holds  ceaadeii  war. 
But  townsmen  whom  one  wall,  one  moat  sunouadi. 
Each  other  gnaw  (rode)  with  hate  that  scorns  all 


Nor  is  this  anything  new;  Italy  never  was 
one  country;  Italians  never  were  one  peo- 
ple; a  union  of  their  different  States  never 
existed  in  reality  for  a  single  hour.  Go 
back  even  to  the  Roman  times — ^there 
were  the  Greeks  in  the  south,  the  Gauls 
in  the  north,  nations  wholly  different  from 
the  Romans;  each  petty  State  conquered 
and  colonised  by  Rome,  difiered  [as  much 
from  each  other  as  all  did  from  the  capi- 
tal; and  there  existed  no  one  tie  of  either 
blood  or  origin,  or  tongue,  or  faith,  or 
manners,  or  interest  to  knit  them  together; 
the  only  link  being  their  common  submis- 
sion, by  force  of  their  common  subjection 
to  the  iron  yoke  of  the  Roman,  that  is,  the 
foreign  conqueror.  Accordingly  we  know 
that  Hannibal,  who  had  met  with  some 
resistance  in  the  north,  no  sooner  crossed 
the  Alps,  than  he  ,walked  through  all  the 
States  of  Italy,  as  through  an  unresisting 
medium — opposed  in  no  one  place,  except 
in  the  ten  or  dozen  Roman  colonies,. those 
garrisons  of  Romans  planted  to  secure  the 
conquests  of  the  central  city.  So  it  has 
been  in  times  nearer  our  own;  I  don't 
speak  of  the  great  divisions  of  Naples* 
Rome,  Venice,  Lombardy,  Genoa,  Pied- 
mont; but  each  of  these  is  subdivided. 
So  that  at  the  famous  peace  of  Constance* 
in  the  end  of  the  twelfth  century,  Lom- 
bardy consisted  of  no  less  than  seventeen 
petty  states  or  towns ;  all  hating  each 
other  with  the  fervour  which  Dante  paints 
in  the  well-known  passage  that  I  have 
cited,  and  have  marred,  I  fear,  by  a  sorrj 
version  which  my  noble  Friend  (Loid 
Lansdowne)  will  hardly  pardon,  as  we 
studied  that  great  poet  together  under  the 
illustnous  Monti — I  fear  to  remind  him 
how  many  years  ago.  The  awful  Floren- 
tine bursts  forth  in  his  celebrated  inveo- 
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tWe,  suggested  by  the  mutual  hatred  of  his 
countrymen — 

'<  Oh  Italy,  of  wan  the  eominon  inn* 
Bark  without  iteeniiian  in  the  tempest  gale : 
No  Tillage  fair  one— gentle  yet  though  Arail— 
Stnunpet  (Bordello),  thy  guilt's  less  hateful  than  thy  din.** 

And  what  is  the  remedy  which  Dante,  pa- 
triot as  he  was,  but  of  the  Ghibelline  or 
Imperial  party,  points  out  for  such  discord? 
The  interference  of  the  German  Emperor, 
with  his  force,  to  check,  compress,  con- 
trol these  hostile  elements.  This  celebrated 
invectiye  is  directed  against  that  prince 
for  leaving  Italy  to  herself,  and  not  hasten- 
ing to  her  aid,  that  is,  to  assume  the  sway 
over  her,  and  silence  her  ceaseless  jars.  Of 
all  these  things,  the  coffee-house  declaim- 
ers,  and  the  newspaper  oracles  of  Paris, 
and  the  oracles  of  the  coterie  and  of  the 
street  comer,  are  of  course  profoundly  ig- 
norant. But  my  noble  *  Friends  opposite 
cannot  be  so  ill-informed,  they  cannot  have 
fallen  into  the  dream  of  Italian  unity. 
Above  all,  I  am  sure  my  noble  kinsman 
(Lord  Minto),  whose  expedition  into  Italy 
is  often  referred  to,  cannot  have  so  far 
deviated  from  his  rational  and  discreet  ha- 
bits as  to  foster  such  vagaries  of  the  fancy, 
or  to,  join  in  them  where  he  casually  may 
have  seen  them  in  vogue.  I  know  too  well 
his  sound  judgment,  well  tried  while  he 
was  in  a  most  difficult  and  delicate  diplo- 
matic situation,  while  I  was  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  at  home;  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  greater  discretion  and  firmness, 
greater  capacity  for  the  duties  of  his  mis- 
sion, did  I  never  see  in  any  whose  opera- 
tions it  was  my  province  to  join  in  super- 
intending. Such  profound  ignorance  of 
Italian  affairs,  now  and  in  times  past,  as 
marks  the  visionary  of  Paris,  never  could 
belong  to  my  noble  kinsman.  His  personal 
qualities  forbid  the  supposition,  his  illus- 
trious historical  alliance  alike  forbids  it. 
It  is  otherwise  with  the  agitators  of  Paris. 
These  speculators  in  revolt,  of  whose  ut- 
ter ignorance  and  profound  incapacity  I 
have  been  speaking,  are  urging  on  their 
Government,  and  in  vain  urging,  to  take 
hostile  steps  towards  Austria,  in  order  to 
terminate  her  dominion  beyond  the  Alps. 
Of  this  course  being  attempted  by  any  Go- 
vernment endowed  with  reason,  I  have  no 
kind  of  apprehension.  But  a  mediation  is 
undertaken  in  connexion  with  England. 
Now,  on  this  I  would  first  of  all  remark, 
that,  for  the  reasons  I  have  assigned,  it 
would  be  both  absurd  and  most  unjust  to 
exert  ourselves,  whether  with  or  without 
the  concurrence  of  France,  to  make  a  new 


distribution  of  power  in  Italy,  governed  by 
the  wild  notion  of  treating  the  Italians  as 
one  people.  But  on  our  joint  negotiation 
I  would  next  observe,  that  we  must  al- 
ways recollect  the  different  position  of  the 
two  intervening  parties.  The  interests  of 
France  are  entirely  different  from  our  own; 
they  are  opposite  to  our  own—- diametri- 
cally opposite — in  regard  to  the  Austrian 
rule  in  Italy.  It  is  for  the  benefit  of 
France  that  Austria  should  be  as  much 
reduced  as  possible,  have  her  dominions  as 
little  protected,  and  her  frontier  as  much 
weakened  as  possible;  while  our  interest  is 
to  have  her  as  well  protected  and  as  little 
exposed  as  may  be.  It  is  no  benefit  at  all 
to  France  that  she  should  have  her  next- 
door  neighbour  very  strong — quite  impreg- 
nable. But  for  that  very  reason  it  is  a 
benefit  to  us  that  this  neighbour  should  be 
strong,  as  a  counterpoise  to  France.  Of 
course  I  dismiss  with  contempt  the  foolish 
notion  of  natural  enemies.  But  so  power- 
ful a  State  as  France  must  ever  be — as 
she  must  again  be  when  her  revolutionary 
crisis  has  passed  away,  and  a  solid  regpilar 
Government  restores  her  prosperity,  so 
sadly  interrupted  since  February  last — 
ought,  for  the  sake  of  general  security  and 
peace,  to  be  surrounded  by  powerful  and 
wholly  independent  States;  because,  as 
long  as  men  are  men,  the  truth  is  ever  to 
be  kept  in  mind — Qui  plus  licet  qiunn 
debet  eum  semper  plus  velle  quam  licet. 
Now,  all  the  remarks  I  am  making  on  our 
joint  intervention  and  its  possible  objects, 
are  wholly  independent  of  the  question  of 
right  arising  from  the  actual  possession  of 
Austria,  secured  to  her  by  the  most  solemn 
treaties.  Again  arises  a  further  diversity 
between  the  position  of  England  and 
France.  France,  under  her  revolutionary 
regimen,  of  course  cares  little  for  the  ar- 
rangements of  Vienna;  nay,  under  any  Go- 
vernment, she  would  not  be  much  expected 
to  support  and  defend  those  arrangements; 
for  they  were  all  made  with  the  view  of 
curbing  her  ambition,  and  maintaining  the 
independence  of  her  neighbours.  She  can 
no  more  be  expected  to  feel  very  zealous 
in  defence  of  that  treaty,  than  a  malefactor 
can  be  appealed  to  for  his  help  against  the 
mob  which  attacks  the  gaol  he  is  confined 
in.  But  we  stand  in  a  very  different  posi- 
tion; we  were  the  very  heart  and  soul  of 
the  alliance;  the  immortal  victories  of  my 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  enabled  us  to  dic- 
tate the  terms  at  Vienna;  his  negotiations 
as  a  statesman  consummated  what  his 
work  as  a  warrior  had  begun;  and  much 
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as  at  tbe  time  I  may  have  disapproyed  of 
some  portions  of  the  arrangement  then 
made,  after  above  thirty  years  of  posses- 
sion haye  sanctioned  it — after  the  struc- 
tnre  reared  on  it  has  become  the  law  of 
Europe — Heaven  forbid  that  I  should  suf- 
fer without  resistance  one  stone  to  be  re- 
moved from  the  arch  that  supports  it,  and 
by  supporting  it  has  secured  the  peace  of 
the  world.  I  would,  then,  impress — ear- 
nestly impress — upon  my  noble  Friends 
opposite  the  peculiarity  which  marks  this 
joint  intervention — that  the  two  mediating 
Powers  stand  in  wholly  different  circum- 
stances, have  different  duties  to  discharge, 
and  different,  nay,  conflicting  interests  to 
pursue. 

But  there  is  another  thing  also  to  be 
borne  in  mind.  The  French  Government 
and  ours  stand  in  totally  different  relations 
to  the  parties  between  whom  we  are  media- 
ting in  a  still  more  important  particular;  the 
French  party,  Charles  Albert's,  is  beaten, 
and  completely  beaten;  the  English  party 
' — which  I  hope  and  trust  it  is — which  it 
must  be  if  there  be  any  faith  in  friendship 
between  nations,  any  regard  to  the  ancient 
and  the  true  policy  of  this  country,  and  to 
the  interest  which  all  countries  have  in  the 
saoredness  of  treaties— our  friend,  our  old 
and  faithful  ally,  is  victorious,  and  com- 
pletely victorious.  We,  then,  are  called 
upon  to  interpose  and  save  the  friend,  the 
tool  of  France,  from  the  consequences  of 
his  utterly  faithless  conduct — to  ward  off 
from  him  the  blow  he  has  courted — ^to  in- 
terpose between  him  and  the  punishment 
so  justly  due  to  his  foul  aggression  upon 
our  unoffending  neighbour — and  to  stay 
the  hand  of  our  old  ally  when  it  is  ready 
to  fall  upon  the  ally,  I  will  not  say  of 
France,  but  of  the  visionaries  and  agitators 
in  the  clubs  of  Paris.  In  fact,  the  war  is 
over;  the  insurrection  of  Milan  is  quelled; 
the  invasion  of  Lombardy  is  at  an  end;  the 
tide  of  war  is  rolled  back  to  the  frontiers 
of  the  aggressor;  and  the  victorious  stan- 
dards of  those  brave  men  who  have  waged 
defensive  war — the  only  war  that  is  not  a 
crime — now  wave  beyond  the  Mincio,  the 
arms  of  the  triumphant  Marshal  threaten- 
ing the  capital  of  him  who  broke  the  peaee. 
I  have  heard  with  astonishment  some  vain 
and  idle  talk  of  asking  Austria  to  be  now 
content  with  the  borders  of  the  Adige, 
that  is,  to  give  up  half  the  dominions 
which  Charles  Albert  invaded,  and  which 
she  triumphantly  defended — to  give  up 
Mantua  and  Peschiera  as  well  as  Milan — 
because  Mil&n  rebelled,  and,  not  daring  to 


fight,  has  been  reduced  to  complete  sub- 
jection, and  because  Mantua  and  Pesohiera» 
the  great  fortresses  of  Lombardy,  have 
fallen  before  the  Austrian  armies.  In  a 
word,  Austria  being  attacked  in  a  period 
of  profound  peace,  and  having  victoriously 
repelled  the  attack,  her  enemy  is  to  have 
half  her  dominions,  because  he  is  defeated^ 
and  as  a  reward  for  his  unjust  aggression 
— a  compensation  for  his  signal  and  most 
merited  discomfiture.  I  believe,  in  the 
history  of  war  and  of  negotiation,  there 
is  no  match  to  be  found  for  this  proposal* 
But  here,  in  passing,  I  cannot  refrain  from 
expressing  the  sentiments  of  admiration 
which  I  believe  are  general  over  Eu- 
rope— except  in  the  rebellious  clubs  of 
Milan  and  the  insurgent  circles  of  Paris — 
the  admiration  of  Marshal  Radetsky's  bril- 
liant talents  and  noble  courage,  above  all* 
of  the  humane  resolution  which  he  adopted 
to  retire  from  the  town  rather  than  quell 
the  revolt  with  his  artillery,  as  he  could 
infallibly  have  done,  for  the  Milanese  blus- 
ter ended  in  perfect  inaction;  but  he  noblj 
disdained  to  hold  his  position  at  the  cost  of 
sacrificing  so  many  lives  of  misguided 
men,  between  whom  and  their  wick^  lea« 
ders  he  could  draw  no  distinction,  and  he 
at  once  quitted  the  scene  of  anarchy,  re- 
tiring through  a  friendly  country  and  fall-^ 
ing  back  upon  his  resources.  The  supplies 
of  men  which  he  received  do  the  hignest 
honour  to  the  vigour  of  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment, considering  the  distraction  which 
must  then  have  prevailed  from  the  rash 
adoption  of  organic  changes  in  the  Go- 
vernment— changes  fct  which  the  people 
were  wholly  unprepared,  which  unayold- 
ably  entailed  for  a  while  confusion,  and 
might  have  brought  imbecility  upon  the 
Government.  Yet  its  resources  were  with 
admirable  promptitude  and  perseverance 
made  available  to  the  Marshal's  assist^ 
ance ;  and,  beginning  his  advance,  to 
make  which  with  the  more  effect  he  had 
planned  his  most  skilful  retreat,  his  whole 
progress  was  one  continued  victory,  till 
he  took  the  capital  of  the  province,  re- 
ceived the  surrender  of  all  the  fortresses, 
freed  Venice  from  the  temporary  yoke  of 
an  imbecile  and  tyrannical  faction  ddmlt 
neering  in  the  name  of  the  people,  then 
nobly  abstained  from  pursuing  his  progrees^ 
and  granted  an  armistice  to  his  beaten  foe 
when  he  might  have  signed  a  peace  in  his 
capital — Turin  the  Countess — making  him 
pay  the  costs  of  the  war.  The  veteran 
warrior,  thus  uniting  all  claims  to  onr 
praise,  as  temperate  in  victory  as   finn 
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under  rererses,  needs  no  feeble  panegpio 
of  mine;  but  his  qualities  are  to  be  regard- 
ed as  those  which  both  render  wars  more 
unlikely,  and  assuage  their  fury  when  they 
do  break  out;  therefore  I  have  assumed  the 
liberty  in  passing  to  offer  him  the  humble 
tribute  of  my  admiration. 

And  now  Charles  Albert  has  been  driven 
from  the  plains  which  he  for  a  season  was 
allowed  to  ravage;  be  has  retreated  within 
his  own  dominions,  which,  without  a  crime 
against  the  peace  of  Europe,  he  could  not 
quit,  against  that  Treaty  of  1815  by  which 
he  holds  those  very  dominions.  Things  are 
thus  in  statu  quo  ante  helium,  and  we  are 
to  mediate  in  order  to  effect  some  new  ar- 
rangement, some  distribution  of  territory 
different  from  that  which  all  parties  had 
before  made  by  treaties  to  which  all  were 
alike  accessaries.  Austria,  it  seems,  is 
now  to  be  asked  to  give  up  part  of  her  do- 
minions, which  she  holds  by  the  same 
title  and  with  the  same  peaceable  and  firm 
possession  that  she  did  twelve  months  ago; 
and  the  ground  of  the  demand  is,  that  she 
has  been,  in  defiance  of  all  law,  all  right, 
all  good  faith,  attacked  in  those  dominions, 
and  has  at  a  vast  cost  of  blood  and  trea- 
sure triumphantly  defended  them,  and  sig- 
nally defeated  the  aggressor.  For  his 
crimes  she  is  to  suffer;  for  her  having 
beaten  him  he  is  to  be  rewarded. 

But  then  1  hear  from  the  Parisian  agi- 
tators, not  certainly  from  any  who  deserve 
the  name  of  statesmen,  a  great  talk  about 
foreigners  ruling  in  Lombardy — Germans 
aggrieving  Italy  with  their  yoke.  My 
Lords,  I  much  fear  that  this  language,  how 
consistent  soever  with  the  state  of  political 
dominion  among  our  Parisian  neighbours, 
is  not  very  decorous,  certainly  not  very 
wisely  or  very  reflectingly  used  among  our- 
selves. Whatever  offence  some  romantic 
natures  may  take  at  hearing  other  tongues 
spoken  than  the  Tuscan  in  Italy,  don't  let 
us  forget  the  matter  of  fact,  and  become 
parties  to  all  this  abhorrence  of  foreign 
sway,  this  tenderness  about  a  country  hold- 
ing various  nations  in  subjection,  a  domin- 
ion composed  of  many  provinces,  peopled 
by  divers  races.  Our  own  empire,  magni- 
ficent, glorious  as  a  whole,  what  is  it  in 
the  detail  but  a  thing  of  shreds  and 
patches  ?  In  England  two  nations,  speak- 
ing different  languages — in  Scotland  as 
many — in  Ireland  the  same — at  Gibraltar 
the  Spanish  with  the  English — in  Mauri- 
tius and  St.  Lucia,  French  without  Eng- 
ligh — in  Canada  the  same — in  the  Ionian 
Islands,  Greek — ^in  Trinidad,  Spanish — in 


Guiana,  Dutch — in  the  East  some  half- 
dozen  tongues,  and  as  many  religions — to 
say  nothing  of  Hong-Kong,  with  the  reli-» 
gion  of  Fo,  and  the  language  of  the  Chi- 
nese Tartar.  Assuredly  we  of  all  people 
have  no  great  right  to  turn  up  our  eyes 
and  raise  our  hands  aloft  at  the  spectacle 
of  a  German  prince  owning  an  Italian  pro- 
vince. Then  truly  we  had  better  also  from 
policy  and  prudence  as  well  as  courtesy, 
look  at  home  when  we  join  the  Paris  dubs 
in  sympathy  with  the  Milanese  insurgents 
— had  we  not  better  make  the  case  our 
own  ?  Why  is  the  old  Christian  maxim^ 
so  often  applied  to  the  concerns  and  the 
conduct  of  individuals,  to  have  no  place  as 
to  the  concerns  of  States;  and  the  conduct 
of  rulers  ?  How,  then,  let  me  ask,  should 
we  like  if  the  Austrians  were  to  join  with 
the  Spanish  sympathisers  at  Gibraltar — or 
the  Americans  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Canada,  urging  them,  peradventure  help- 
ing them,  to  cross  the  St.  Lawrence  against 
our  colonial  yoke,  or  the  Atlantic  against 
our  Irish  domination  ?  What  answer  we 
should  make  I  need  hardly  ask.  We 
should  fight  them,  probably  beat  them. 
But  so  has  Austria  done;  she  has  fought 
and  she  has  beaten  the  sympathisers  in 
Lombardy,  and  now  we  are  caUed  upon  to 
take  their  part.  But  what  answer  is  the 
Emperor  likely  to  give,  when  we  lecture 
him  upon  his  Italian  affairs,  and  beg  off  the 
discomfited  rebels  ?  I  should  little  wonder 
if  it  were  something  like  this :  "  I  hare 
long  held  a  very  valuable  province  beyond 
the  Alps.  My  ancestors  have  held  it  be- 
fore me  three  centuries  and  upwards.  It 
is  a  noble  possession;  of  great  extent,  of 
vast  fertility,  with  a  fine  climate,  warm, 
though  somewhat  moist,  peopled  by  a  race 
of  men  ingenious,  agreeable,  fanciful, 
abounding  in  eloquence,  less  remarkable 
for  judgment — satis  eloquentioi — sapien* 
tice  parum — easily  led  by  the  agitator,  and 
lured  to  feed  his  silly  vanity  or  his  sordid 
avarice;  not  much  regarding  the  value  of 
what  they  are  taught  to  cry  out  for,  nor 
indeed  stopping  to  understand  what  it  is; 
but  of  late  embodied  in  clubs,  holding  vast 
meetings  too  large  for  any  discussion,  hav- 
ing great  processions,  even  attempting  to 
arm  and  to  train  themselves — urged  on  bjr 
their  leaders  and  their  inflammatory  news- 
papers to  threaten  revolt  and  war;  fired 
with  ardour  to  fight,  threatening  battle^ 
very  ready  to  brag  and  bluster,  somewhat 
unwilling  to  fight  —  speaking  daggers, 
using  none — good  soldiers  when  embodied 
under  good  officers;  but,  left  to  themsdves 
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and  their  misleading  chiefs,  fonder  of  talk 
than  of  fight.  And  now  these  misguided 
thousands  are  intoxicated  with  the  thoughts 
of  victory  without  the  inconvenience  of 
battle,  and  meditate  obtaining  revolution 
without  persevering  in  revolt;  the  word 
that  so  excites  them  being  "  repeal  of  the 
Union  with  Austria,'*  the  cry  that  flatters 
their  hopes  by  seeming  to  consult  their  in- 
terests— being  **  Lombardy  for  the  Lom- 
bards." **  Such  my  Italian  province,  such 
my  Italian  subjects,"  I  can  fancy  the  Em- 
peror saying,  "  and  your  gentlefolks  of 
England  arc  full  of  sympathy  for  them. 
Pray  just  allow  me  very  respectly  to  whis- 
per in  your  gentle  ear  one  little  word." 
"  What  ?  "  '*  Ireland."  Yes,  for  there  is 
not  one  single  tittle  of  what  I  have  been 
saying,  not  one  solitary  particular  of  all  I 
have  spoken  to  describe  Lombardy,  that 
does  not  in  every  one  item  describe  Ireland 
as  well.  Then,  again,  let  me  beg  of  you — 
I  address  myself  to  the  Government — ^let 
me  intreat  you  to  reflect  how  you  should 
like  to  have  an  Austrian  negotiator  seek- 
ing to  make  terms  for  the  Irish  repealers, 
or  the  Canadian  insurgents,  or  the  Hin- 
doos, or  the  Mahometans,  with  their  Mo- 
guls, their  Peishwas,  or  their  Rajahs,  in 
the  East. 

Besides,  are  we  not  somewhat  out  of 
time  with  our  mediation  ?  Surely  it  is  of 
the  latest;  the  moment  for  it  is  oddly  cho- 
sen. Two  months  ago  we  were  asked  to 
interfere,  and  we  declined.  At  that  time 
we  might  have  done  some  good  to  Austria, 
and  saved  a  great  effusion  of  blood.  But 
then  at  that  time  Charies  Albert  was  suc- 
cessful— never  to  anything  like  the  degree 
which  the  Milan  papers,  equal  to  those  of 
Dublin  in  their  exaggerations,  fondly  re- 
presented. Yet  Radetsky  had  retreated, 
and  Charles  Albert  had  advanced,  there- 
fore we  declined  to  interfere;  and  now  we 
step  forward  when  not  only  Charles  Albert 
is  beaten,  but  when  the  war  is  really  at  an 
end,  and  there  is  nothing  to  mediate 
about.  Really  I  expect  to  hear  the 
Austrian  Emperor  express  his  thanks 
for  our  kind  intentions,  only  lamenting 
that  they  should  bo  so  fruitless.  *'  I  am 
infinitely  obliged,"  he  may  say,  "  for  your 
goodness.  It  is  true  I  had  rather  you 
had  interfered  when  I  asked  you,  and  when 
your  mediation  might  have  been  of  some 
use.  Now  all  is  over;  the  Piedmontese, 
who  fought  gallantly  enough,  are  routed; 
the  Milanese,  who  never  fought  at  all,  are 
quelled;  their  leaders  are  in  prison,  await- 
bg  their  trials.      But  still  I  am  willing  to 


take  the  will  for  the  deed;  and  to  show  yon 
my  grateful  sense  of  your  kind  disposition 
towards  me,  as  betokened  in  your  obliging 
offer  of  mediation,  by  my  acts  rather  than 
my  words,  I  now  make  you  a  handsome 
offer — I  will  mediate  between  you  and 
Smith  O'Brien  and  Gavin  Duffy."  I  de- 
clare  I  hardly  know  how  we  should  take 
offence  at  such  an  answer  from  Austria. 

But  we  hear  it  said  that  the  Emperor  is 
a  foreigner  in  Lombardy.  Why,  what  but 
a  foreigner  is  Charles  Albert  ?  He  is  a 
Prince  of  the  House  of  Savoy,  a  transal- 
pine territory.  But  his  people,  whether  in 
Savoy  or  Piedmont,  are  no  Italians;  their 
language  is  not  understood  in  Italy,  any 
more  than  the  German  spoken  by  the  Aus- 
trians;  and  the  Austrian  Emperor  himself 
is  more  an  Italian  than  the  Sardinian  king, 
for  he  is  grandson  of  the  Grand  Duke  of 
Tuscany.  So  entirely  foolish  are  all  the 
pretences  set  up  by  the  Paris  politiciaus  to 
justify  a  war  against  Austria  on  behalf  of 
Lombardy. 

But  now  let  me  ask  on  whose  behalf  are 
we  to  interpose  our  mediation  ?  It  must 
be  either  on  behalf  of  Charles  Albert  or  of 
the  Milanese.  What  does  Charles  Albert 
deserve  at  our  hands  ?  His  crimes,  what 
title  to  our  aid  against  Austria  do  thej 
present  ?  It  is  his  crime  that  the  peaoe 
was  broken — his  crime  that  the  Treaty  <rf 
Vienna  was  violated — his  crime  that  the 
insurrection  of  Milan  broke  out — hb  crime 
that  Lombardy  flowed  with  blood,  and  the 
peace  of  Europe  has  been  placed  in  hasard. 
He  of  all  mankind  should  have  been  the 
last  to  raise  his  hand  against  treaties — ^he 
is  the  creature  of  treaties — his  monarchy  is 
made  up  of  fragments,  which  sometimes 
force,  sometimes  fraud,  sometimes  the 
chances  of  war,  sometimes  those  of  inbm- 
tance,  obtained,  and  then  treaties  confirm- 
ed and  cemented  together.  Even  Sar- 
dinia, from  which  his  title  comes,  was  ob- 
tained by  treatv  as  late  as  1720;  down  to 
1815  he  has  been  by  almost  all  treaties 
that  were  made  a  gainer,  and  in  the  latter 
year  he  obtained  Genoa,  made  the  depen- 
dency of  an  absolute  monarchy,  instead  of 
continuing  an  independent  commonwealth; 
nay,  his  own  succession  to  the  monarohy 
was  secured  to  him  by  that  very  Treaty  it 
Vienna  against  which  he  dared  to  lift  his 
hand.  And  how  did  he  perpetrate  his 
offence  against  the  peace  of  Europe  ?  Did 
he  announce  his  intention  ?  Did  he,  like 
an  honest  man,  apprise  his  neighbour  of 
his  resolution  to  declare  war  ?  Nothing  of 
the  kind;  on  the  contrary,  he  solemnly  as* 
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Bured  tbe  Austrian  Government,  on  the 
22nd  of  March,  that  it  was  his  determina- 
tion to  do  whatever  could  best  secure  the 
continued  amity  and  good  neighbourhood 
with  Austria— I  quote  his  very  words — 
and  for  the  purpose  of  amity  and  good 
neighbourhood  he  signed,  on  that  self-same 
day,  his  proclamation  of  helping  the  insur- 
gents in  Milan,  and  of  marching  his  army 
into  the  Austrian  province  !  The  mani- 
festo was  published  on  the  23rd,  and  must 
of  course  have  been  prepared  and  signed 
on  the  22nd.  Most  assuredly,  if  such  con- 
duct is  rewarded  with  our  patronage,  and 
with  our  good  offices  to  obtain  for  him  the 
prize  he  so  foully  played  for,  there  is  little 
encouragement  held  out  to  fair  dealing 
among  princes.  It  cannot  be  for  him  that 
we  are  to  mediate.  He  is  too  well  off  if 
Austria  shall  leave  him  as  he  is;  too  well 
off  if  we  can,  to  prevent  a  war,  save  him 
from  the  indignation  of  his  victorious 
enemy  on  the  one  hand,  and  his  discon- 
tented subjects  on  the  other;  too  well  off 
if,  having  violated  the  treaty  that  gave 
him — most  improperly  I  have  ever  contend- 
ed gave  him — Genoa,  he  shall  still  be  suf- 
fered to  retain  it. 

But  then  is  it  for  tho  insurgents  of  Mi- 
lan that  we  are  to  mediate,  and  all  for  the 
good  pleasure  of  tlie  Paris  journals  and 
clubs,  for  that  is  the  real  secret  of  the 
proceedings  ?  I  would  ask,  are  you  quite 
sure  that  the  people  of  Lombardy  desire 
your  interference  against  Austria  ?  I  don't 
now  speak  of  the  Milan  clubs,  and  agita- 
tors and  newspaper  writers — I  speak  of 
the  Lombard  people  at  large.  If  they  are 
as  hostile  to  Austria  as  I  sometimes  hear 
them  described,  I  am  sure  they  are  neither 
very  wise  nor  very  grateful.  Observe,  I 
say  not  one  word  in  favour  of  the  treatment 
given  by  that  Government  to  the  political 
chiefs,  who  were  unhappily  taken  in  plots 
against  the  State,  and  were  so  summarily 
punished  for  their  offence:  I  don't  wonder 
at  their  resentment,  and  that  of  their  par- 
tisans. But  I  speak  of  the  people,  not 
the  patricians,  the  princes,  the  grandees  of 
Milan,  who  have  their  views  of  ambition 
to  gratify,  and  find  them  thwarted  by  the 
German  connexion;  but  the  people  at 
large — the  small  landowners,  the  industri- 
ous farmers,  the  peasantry,  the  traders — 
and  that  the  Austrian  yoke  presses  so 
lightly  on  these  classes,  as  to  be  felt  any- 
thing rather  than  galling  I  affirm,  from 
the  conduct  of  Austria,  and  from  the  re- 
cent conduct  of  the  Lombard  people.  Aus- 
tria hai  expended  two  millions  and  a  half 


yearly,  equal  to  ^yb  millions  in  this  coun- 
try, in  works  of  public  utility — roads, 
drains,  bridges,  canals,  above  all  schools; 
and  I  will  cite  with  pleasure  the  wise  and 
patriotic  and  truly  paternal  answer  of  the 
late  Emperor,  when  asked  for  a  new  law 
against  assassination  :  ''  No,"  said  he, 
'*  but  I  will  plant  schools,  and,  trust  me, 
when  the  people  have  learnt  to  read  and 
write,  they  will  give  over  stabbing."  But 
tho  inestimable  benefit  of  an  excellent  po- 
lice has  also  been  bestowed  on  the  country 
— a  blessing  everywhere  most  important 
to  a  people's  comfort;  in  Ireland,  for 
example,  most  precious,  but  in  the  coun- 
try where  men  are  given  to  stabbing, 
of  incalculable  value.  The  people  have 
lately  given  omple  proof  that  they  ap- 
preciate the  benefits  which  they  have 
derived  from  this  wholesome  regimen.  Far 
from  taking  any  part  with  tho  Milanese 
agitators,  further  still  from  countenancing 
the  late  invasion,  they  have  taken  part 
with  the  Austrian  army;  they  have  refused 
to  join  the  insurgents;  they  have  amply 
provided  for  the  wants  of  Radetsky  s 
troops,  who  were  never  an  hour  without 
supplies — they  have  withheld  all  support 
from  the  Piedmontese — who  give  as  one 
reason  of  their  retreat,  the  want  of  pro- 
visions. I  think  then  that  I  am  enabled 
to  ask  that  our  intervention  shall  not 
have  for  its  object  the  gratifying  of  a  fac- 
tion at  Paris,  and  its  friends  at  Milan, 
by  taking  part  against  a  Government 
which  has  the  good  opinion  of  the  people. 
My  Lords,  I  cannot  bring  these  remarks 
to  a  close  without  giving  a  most  peremp- 
tory contradiction  to  the  groundless  reports 
of  the  French  agitators,  that  I  have  shown 
myself  inimical  to  their  country  :  nothing 
can  possibly  be  more  false  than  this  charge. 
There  exists  not  a  man  in  this  House,  or  in 
this  country,  more  friendly  to  the  close  and 
cordial  connexion  of  the  two  countries  than 
myself.  Furthermore,  no  man  has  a  more 
deep  sense  of  the  great  merit  of  the  French 
people.  But  I  make  a  distinction  between 
that  great  nation  and  the  mob  of  Paris. 
Napoleon  said  to  some  one  who  confounded 
the  two  bodies,  *'  You  mean  the  Parisians 
— nothing  can  be  better  than  France,  few 
things  worse  than  Paris."  This  saying 
has  the  usual  exaggeration  of  an  epigram, 
but  also  it  has  a  large  foundation  in  truth; 
only  I  limit  its  application  to  the  factious 
few  in  Paris,  and  hold  the  bulk  of  the 
people  there  as  entitled  to  our  profound 
respect  for  acquirements  and  capacity;  to 
our  esteem  for  their  virtues,  to  our  love  for 
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their  amiable  qualities.  That  the  factious 
now  feel  ashamed  of  the  misery  which  they 
have  brought  upon  their  country  by  the 
late  deplorable  revolution,  I  can  well  be- 
lieve. If  they  would  have  us  forget  their 
follies  and  their  crimes,  let  them  betake 
themselves  to  works  of  peace,  and  in  re- 
establishing order,  abstain  from  encourag- 
ing revolt  and  massacre.  Above  all,  let 
them  avoid  the  course  they  are  now  pursu- 
ing of  raising  the  people  in  other  countries 
against  their  lawful  rulers,  for  the  purpose 
of  diverting  the  public  gaze  from  the  ruin 
into  whic^  they  have  plunged  their  own 
unhappy  country,  by  precipitating  all 
other  States  into  the  same  gulph.  That 
peace  may  be  restored  to  France,  with- 
out which  it  is  vain  to  expect  the  return 
of  prosperity,  is  my  most  anxious  hope. 
That  we  may  have  no  more  cause  to 
abhor  the  crimes  of  the  misguided  popu- 
lace in  her  capital  by  witnessing  scenes 
enacted  there,  at  which  all  Europe  stands 
aghast,  I  devoutly  pray.  But  that  the 
peace  of  Europe  is  safe,  do  or  attempt 
what  these  men  will,  I  confidently  be- 
lieve—while I  yet  entirely  approve  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in  joining 
the  negotiation  now  pending — convinced 
that  whatever  preserves  the  friendly  feel- 
ing between  the  two  countries  is  advan- 
tageous to  both;  and  also  persuaded  that 
it  18  wise  to  take  away  from  the  French 
leaders  even  the  shadow  of  a  pretext  for 
interference  with  the  arrangements  made 
above  thirty  years  ago  in  Italy,  however 
entirely  I  may  at  the  same  time  believe 
that  anv  such  interference  by  force,  or  by 
any  thmg  like  force,  is  at  present  impos- 
9ible. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  hav- 
ing, before  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
rose,  stated  that  there  would  be  no  objec- 
jection  to  lay  the  despatches  upon  their 
Lordships'  table,  did  not  consider  it  neces- 
sary on  this  occasion  to  enter  into  any 
discussion  upon  the  many  topics  to  which 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  referred. 
With  respect  to  that  particular  despatch,  it 
was  one  to  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  as  anxious  as  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  to  draw  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships. He  entirely  concurred  with  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  in  thinking  that 
the  professions  contained  in  the  despatch 
from  Prince  Mettcrnich,  in  answer  to  one 
received  by  him  from  Lord  Palmerston, 
dated  the  11th  of  September,  1847,  were 
most  satisfactory  on  the  part  of  Austria, 
as  far  as  those  professions  announced  what 


were  the  principles  and  the  intentiona  of 
Austria.  It  was  certainly  satiBfactory  to 
obtain  a  declaration  of  that  descripUon  at 
that  particular  moment,  and  to  have  it  re- 
corded and  placed  upon  their  Lordships' 
table;  because,  undoubtedly,  at  the  period 
when  the  despatch  of  Lord  Palmerston 
was  written,  and  which  had  called  forth 
the  declaration  on  the  part  of  Prince  Met- 
tcrnich in  reply — in  consequence  of  events 
which  within  the  recollection  of  their  Lord- 
ships had  occurred  at  Ferrara,  a  very  gene- 
ral apprehension  had  prevailed,  not  in  Italy 
alone,  but  throughout  Europe,  that  there 
might  be  on  the  part  of  Austria,  fron 
whatever  motive,  a  disposition  to  interfere 
with  the  progress  of  those  reforms  which 
at  that  moment  were  being,  or  were  about 
to  be,  developed  in  almost  every  State  of 
which  Italy  was  composed.  Under  those 
circumstances  it  certainly  did  become  most 
desirable  to  procure  what  they  had  soo- 
ceeded  in  procuring — a  declaration  on  the 
part  of  Austria  of  her  intentions.  That 
declaration  exhibited,  on  the  part  of  Aus- 
tria, a  proof  that  neither  now,  nor  at  anT 
future  time,  would  Austria  interfere  wiu 
those  reforms,  so  far  as  they  were  refonns; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  that  she  was  actuated 
by  a  disposition — ^for  evidence  of  which  she 
referred  to  past  transactions — ^to  carry  out 
such  reforms,  and  apply  them  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  day.  That  was 
a  most  satisfactory  declaration,  as  far  as 
an  expression  of  opinion  went.  In  the 
objections  entertained  by  Austria  to  the 
establishing,  or  rather  to  the  attempt  at 
establishing,  what  had  been  termed  the 
romantic  system  of  unity  in  Italy,  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  could  not  fail  te 
perceive  considerable  force;  for  they  saw* 
as  Austria  did,  all  the  difficulties  that 
would  probably  be  attendant  on  such  an 
event.  In-  no  part,  therefore,  of  these 
transactions  had  the  British  Government 
given  any  encouragement  to  efforts  that 
might  be  calculated,  at  least  at  this  mo- 
ment, to  prove  successful  to  a  design  of 
that  nature.  That  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  done  throughout  these 
transactions,  and  the  principle  and  rule 
which  had  guided  their  conduct,  had  been 
— not,  as  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
been  misled  by  rumours  to  believe,  a  desire 
to  interfere — but  a  readiness  to  interfere 
when  called  upon  by  their  allies  to  do  so; 
having  in  that  interference  no  other  object 
than  the  safety  and  interest  of  those  allies, 
and  the  preservation  of  the  public  and 
European  peace.    It  was  by  that  standard 
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that  he  wished  these  transactions  to  be 
judged,  whenever  they  should  come  to  be 
examined.      He  had   the   satisfaction  of 
thinking  that  their  motives  and  object,  in 
this  respect,  had  been  duly  estimated  by 
the  parties  to  whom  they  more  immediately 
had  reference.      His   noble   and  learned 
Friend  seemed  to  assume  that,  in  the  case 
of  Lombardy,  there  had  been  something 
like  interference  on  the  part  of  this  coun- 
try for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the  in- 
dependence of  that  province;  and  he  had 
condemned  the  policy  of  such  a  step.  Now, 
throughout  the  whole  of  these  transactions 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  done  no- 
thing of  their  own  mere   motion.     They 
had,  it  was  true,   listened  to  the  request 
made  to  them  by  Her  Majesty's  Allies — 
they  had  entered  into  the  most  full,  ample, 
and  particular  explanations  with  those  Al- 
lies, whenever  they  were  asked  to  do  so, 
as  to  the  advice  which  they  would  give, 
and  the  nature  of  the  mediation  which  they 
could  undertake.  From  the  very  beginning 
of   these   transactions,   in  the   month   of 
May,  when  Baron  Nieumann  came  to  this 
country,  up  to  the  present  moment,  when 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had  re- 
ceived a  despatch  from  Baron  Wiessenberg 
— ^but  which  despatch  he  did  not  at  present 
intend  to  produce — there  had  been  evinced 
on  the  part  of  Austria  an  anxious  desire 
and  indication   to   this  country  that  she 
should   interfere  with  her  good  offices  in 
these  affairs;  and  he  was  proud  to  say  that 
not  a  doubt  existed  as  to  the  motive  from 
which  that  had  been  done.     He  said  this 
with  great  satisfaction,  because  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  circumstances  had  occurred 
to  indicate  the  perfect  uniformity  and  sym- 
pathy of  feeling  which  existed,  not  be- 
tween this  country  and  any  romantic  unity 
of   States,  but   between  England   and  a 
practical   Government    at   Vienna — fortu- 
nately headed,   as  that  Government  was, 
by  a  person  well  known  to  Europe — a  per- 
son, too,  not  unknown  in  this  country,  in 
which  he  filled  an  honourable  post  with 
great  distinction,  and  obtained  the  esteem 
and   approbation   of  all   who   knew  him. 
From  that  person  there  had  been,  almost 
every  day  since  he  left  this  country,  and 
indeed  even  so  late  as  the  15th  instant, 
despatches    received,    in   which   a  desire 
was  expressed  for  the  mediation  (if  me- 
diation should  be  necessary)  of  the  Brit- 
ish  Government.     The  same  feeling  was 
expressed  by  Baron  Neumann  before,  and 
by  Baron   Wiessenberg    after,   the    suc- 
cesses of  Marshal  Badetski.    Could  there. 


then,  be  any  doubt  as  to  the  friendly  re^ 
lations  existing  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments,  or  of  the  unshaken  confidence  which 
was  placed  by  the  Government  of  Vienna 
in  the  intention,  principles,  and  policy  of 
this  country  ?     In  this  respect,  therefore, 
the  Government  of  England  stood  oh  very 
high  grounds;  and  were  he  now  at  liberty 
(but  which  he  was  not)  to  state  the  precise 
contents  of  the  despatch  from  Baron  Wies-f 
sen  berg,  it  would,  he  was  happy  to  say, 
prove  not  only  that  the  Austrian  Govern- 
ment had  preserved  its  ancient  force  and 
energy,  when  required  to  be  exerted  in  its 
own  defence,  but — without  entering  at  all 
into  the  merits  of  the  contest  now  waging 
— he  might  confidently  affirm  that  it  at  the 
same  time  gave  proofs  of  sense,  wisdom, 
and  moderation,  which  could  not  fail  to  be 
conducive  to  the  termination  of  this  contest 
between  Austria  and  Sardinia:  and,  by  the 
termination  of  that  contest,  to  the  pre?en« 
tion  of  European  discord   and   European 
war,  which  would  be  the  inevitable  conse-* 
quence  of  conflicts  of  this  nature  being  al- 
lowed to  continue  and  spread.   Having  the 
satisfaction  to   make  this   statement,   he 
certainly  did  not  think  it  would  be  becom- 
ing in  him,  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  at  the  very  time  when  they 
were  called  upon  to  interfere,  and  when 
they  thought  they  could  rely  with  some- 
thing like  confidence  on  being  able  to  effect 
a  mediation  acceptable  to  all  parties,  to 
utter  a  word  calculated  to  hurt  or  irritate 
the  feelings  of  any  one  of  those  parties — 
whom,  whatever  Her   Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  think  of  their  conduct,  or  of 
any  one  part  of  their  conduct,  they  were 
bound  to  conciliate;  and,  if  they  could,  to 
unite.      He  would  not  sit  down  without 
expressing  his  satisfaction  at  the  approval 
which  had  been  declared  of  the  course  pur- 
sued by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  en- 
deavouiing  to  effect  this  arrangement,  in 
unison  with   the   present   Government   of 
France.     That  had  been  done  upon  the 
most     mature    consideration.       He    was 
bound  to    say,    that   up   to   the   present 
moment  nothing   had   occurred   with    re- 
spect to  that  course  which    could    shake 
their   faith   in    the   wisdom  of   the    step 
they  had  adopted.     They  had  every  rea* 
son   to  believe  that    the  French  Govern- 
ment had  entered  upon  this  joint  media- 
tion with  the  same   spirit,  and  with  the 
same  desire  to  effect  an  amicable  adjust- 
ment of  the  contest  now  pending  between 
Austria  and  Sardinia,  as  had  influenced 
Her  Majesty's  Government  throughout  (ha 
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whole  of  these  transactions.  So  far  from 
heing  influenced  by  any  of  these  wishes  for 
change,  or  pretensions  for  intervention, 
which  were  ascribed  to  certain  coteries  in 
Paris,  he  was  happy  to  believe  that  the 
Government  of  France  had  entered  into 
this  engagement  with  perfect  good  faith, 
and  was  as  anxious  as  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  to  avoid  a  war,  which,  in 
its  consequences,  would  involve  them  as 
well  as  other  nations  in  interminable  scenes 
of  distress,  difficulty,  and  discord. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  replied,  that  he  con- 
sidered no  kind  of  importance  could  be 
ascribed  to  the  Austrian  despatch  alluded 
to  by  Lord  Lansdowne.  We  had  refused 
the  request  of  Austria  two  months  ago, 
and  then  we  interfered  without  being 
asked,  because  Charles  Albert  was  beaten. 
True,  a  new  letter  asking  us  not  to  mediate 
but  to  lend  our  •*  good  oBices,"  came  here, 
dated  9th  August,  before  the  fall  of  Milan 
and  Venice  was  known  to  Baron  Weissen- 
berg.  But  we  had  sent  our  despatch  to 
Paris  and  Turin  before  that  letter  of 
9th  August  was  even  written. 

The  Makquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
we  never  refused  Mr.  Humelauer's  pro- 
posal two  months  ago,  we  only  took  time 
to  consider  it. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  we  took  time 
to  wait  upon  Providence.  We  waited  to 
hear  whether  Charles  Albert  was  to  be 
beaten  or  not. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FARMERS'  ESTATE  SOCIETY  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
The  Earl  of  DEVON,  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  remarked, 
that  whatever  differences  of  opinion  might 
exist  with  respect  to  other  measures  ne- 
cessary to  cure  the  evils  under  which  Ire- 
land laboured,  there  could  be  little  differ- 
ence on  this  point,  that  it  was  essential  to 
the  welfare  of  that  country  that  facility 
should  be  given  in  every  way  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  agriculture  of  Ireland. 
Great  facilities  had  lately  been  given  for 
the  sale  of  land  in  that  country  by  the 
passing  of  the  Encumbered  Estates  Bill; 
and  the  object  of  the  present  measure  was 
to  facilitate  the  purchase  of  land.  This 
Bill  would  enable  a  number  of  individuals, 
by  the  union  of  their  small  capitals,  to  do 
that  which  any  single  individual  of  large 
capital  was  at  liberty  to  do  at  present — to 
enable  them  to  purchase  land  in  large 
quantities,  and  sell  it  in  small  quantities. 
He  was  aware  that  an  alarm  prevailed  in 


some  quarters  lest  it  should  have  the  effdct 
of  perpetuating  the  system  of  small  hold^ 
ings  in  Ireland.  He  admitted  that  that 
system  was  a  great  evil;  but  he  enter- 
tained a  strong  conviction  that  the  pass- 
ing of  this  measure,  so  far  from  increas- 
ing or  perpetuating  that  evil,  would  fiir- 
nish  the  best  and  most  effectual  means 
of  getting  rid  of  it.  At  present  there 
were  812,000  persons  in  Ireland  holding 
land,  whose  holdings  did  not  exceed  fifty 
acres,  and  the  question  was,  would  it  not 
be  better  that  some  poi'tion  of  those  per- 
sons should  be  enabled  to  become  inde- 
pendent yeomen,  instead  of  discontented 
and  miserable  tenants,  by  the  purchase  of 
land  in  freehold  in  portions  of  not  less  than 
thirty  acres?  Any  individual  at  this  mo- 
ment might  purchase  land,  in  any  quan- 
tity, and  sell  it  in  any  quantity  he  chose. 
He  might  buy,  for  instance,  100  acres,  and 
sell  them  ^o  100  persons  in  portions  of  one 
acre  each:  there  was  nothing  in  the  law 
to  prevent  any  individual  from  doing  so; 
whereas  by  the  Bill  then  under  considern- 
tion  all  the  land  purchased  by  the  company 
must  be  sold  in  portions  of  not  less  than 
thirty  acres.  So  far,  then,  from  its  ten- 
dency to  encourage  a  minute  subdivision  of 
land,  it  would,  to  a  certain  extent,  counter- 
act that  tendency.  If  by  means  of  this 
Bill  they  could  secure  the  introduction  into 
Ireland  of  a  certain  proportion  of  persons 
possessing  thirty  or  forty  or  fifty  acres  of 
land  in  freehold,  with  the  independence 
which  that  possession  would  give  them, 
he  maintained  that  such  a  result  would 
form  a  most  important  element  in  securing 
the  tranquillity  of  that  country.  Now,  it 
had  been  ascertained  upon  unquestionable 
evidence  that  there  did  exist  in  Ireland  s 
considerable  number  of  persons  with  small 
capital,  which  they  were  anxious  to  invest 
in  land;  and  it  was  to  enable  this  most  de- 
sirable class  of  persons  to  do  so,  that  this 
Bill  had  been  brought  forward.  He  begged 
therefore  to  move  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  that  on  look- 
ing  into  this  Bill,  it  seemed  to  him  that  its 
effect  would  be  to  create  not  only  a  small 
but  an  insolvent  proprietary  in  Ireland, 
and  that,  in  addition  to  the  difficulty  of 
collecting  the  taxes  upon  such  property, 
there  would  be  the  difficulty  of  coUecting 
the  purchase-money.  This  Bill  gave  the 
power  of  purchasmg  allotments  of  not  less 
than  thirty  acres  upon  the  payment  of  ft 
certain  portion  of  the  purchase-money  at 
the  outset,  and  on  condition  that  in  ten 
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years  the  whole  should  be  paid  up.  Now, 
what  he  feared  was,  that  in  the  eagerness 
for  the  possession  of  land  which  prevailed 
in  Ireland,  persons  of  insufficient  capital 
would  rush  into  the  market  and  purchase 
land;  and  being  unable  to  extricate  them- 
selves from  the  responsibilities  thereby  in- 
curred, they  would  be  evicted  with  the  loss 
of  the  little  capital  they  had  originally  pos- 
sessed. This  was  a  repetition  of  Mr.  Fear- 
gus  O'Connor's  plan.  The  excuse  of  the 
Government  for  introducing  such  a  mea- 
sure, and  of  the  House  for  passing  it,  must 
be  the  disordered  state  of  Ireland,  which 
rendered  such  remedies  necessary  lest  the 
malady  should  become  worse.  He  doubted 
whether  any  parties  under  this  Bill  would 
be  able  to  make  a  purchase  within  the  time 
which  it  prescribed;  and  he  feared  the  re- 
sult would  be  the  creation  of  a  wretched 
proprietary,  and  continued  subdivision  of 
the  land. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  oh- 
served  that,  with  reference  to  the  recent 
state  of  Ireland,  the  Bill  was  of  consider- 
able importance.  A  Bill  had  been  passed 
to  facilitate  the  sale  of  land  in  Ireland,  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  bring  a  great 
deal  of  land  into  the  market;  and  the  ob- 
ject of  the  present  Bill  was  merely  to 
enable  a  certain  number  of  individuals  to 
do  what  any  one  individual  might  do,  and 
on  terms  more  safe  and  advantageous,  be- 
cause one  individual  could  parcel  out  the 
land  at  once,  and  form  a  pauper  cottier 
tenantry;  whereas  this  Bill  sought  effec- 
tually to  secure  the  creation  of  a  certain 
number  of  small  proprietors.  He  felt  dis- 
tinctly authorised  to  say,  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  presided  over  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  and  whose  attention 
had  been  called  to  the  proper  means  of 
establishing  a  number  of  small  proprie- 
tors in  Ireland,  that  in  his  opinion  this 
Bill  was  the  most  practical  step  that  could 
now  be  taken  towards  effecting  that  ob- 
ject. 

The  Earl  of  DESART  was  understood 
to  object  to  the  Compensation  Clause. 

The  Earl  of  RODEN  thought  the  Bill 
was  likely  to  increase  the  evil  of  small 
holdings,  by  which  paupers  were  invariably 
multiplied;  the  districts  where  such  hold- 
ings were  found  were  the  worst. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE  de- 
nied that  the  effects  of  the  Bill  would  be 
to  prevent  the  eviction  of  bad  tenants,  or 
to  facilitate  the  eviction  of  good.  He  him- 
self had  had  the  honour  to  propose  a  Bill 
for  the  prevention  of  those  cruel  evictions 
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of  tenants,  of  which  they  had  seen  so  many 
examples.  But  it  never  was  his  opinion 
that  landlords  should  not  evict  bad  tenants. 
On  the  contrary,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
improve  their  estates,  if  they  had  not  the 
power  of  evicting  those  tenants  who  were 
unable  or  unwilling  to  pay  their  rents  or 
cultivate  their  grounds.  But  if  the  land- 
lord wanted  to  get  a  good  tenant  off  his 
land  in  the  manner  in  which  some  of  these 
cruel  evictions  had  been  effected,  he  should 
not  be  permitted  to  do  so  without  making 
him  full  compensation.  As  to  the  subdivi- 
sion of  land,  to  which  so  much  objection 
had  been  made,  thirty  acres  was  the 
minimum  prescribed  for  a  farm  under  the 
Bill. 

Lord  MONTE  AGLE  supported  the  Bill, 
but  signified  his  intention  of  proposing  some 
amendments  in  Committee. 

Lord  REDESDALE  thought  there  were 
objections  to  the  Bill  on  principle.  He 
thought  that  they  should  not  give  power  to 
a  company  to  purchase  land  for  ever.  It 
ought  to  be  limited  to  twenty  years,  and  * 
their  application  could  be  made  to  Parlia- 
ment to  permit  a  renewal  of  the  term. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL,  if  he  thought 
the  Bill  had  the  slightest  chance  of  being 
operative,  should  feel  himself  placed  un- 
der the  disagreeable  necessity  of  stating 
fully  his  reasons  for  opposing  it.  But  he 
felt  quite  assured  that  it  would  be  wholly 
inoperative.  If  by  any  chance  it  should 
really  come  into  effect,  it  would  be  found 
that  it  promoted  subdivision  of  land  to  the 
utmost  degree  possible.  He  begged  their 
Lordships  to  look  at  the  exceeding  difficulty 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland  had  in  pre- 
venting subdivision  of  land  at  present. 
They  fbund  it  almost  impossible  to  prevent 
it,  do  what  they  would.  For  his  own  part, 
for  the  last  twenty-two  years  he  had  grant- 
ed only  two  leases,  and  he  never  would 
give  a  lease  of  his  land  if  he  could  help  it, 
except  indeed  he  might  to  some  merchant, 
or  to  some  one  who  was  going  to  build  a^ 
mill.  And  still  with  all  the  precautions 
that  could  be  taken,  it  was  like  the  atten* 
tion  of  a  cat  watching  a  mouse  that  was  re- 
quired to  prevent  the  subdivision  of  hold- 
ings. As  to  the  Incumbered  Estates  Bill, 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  so  praised, 
he  (the  Earl  of  Glengall)  hoped  that  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  a  Bill  would  be 
brought  in  to  repeal  the  clauses  that  had 
been  introduced  into  that  measure  by  the 
House  of  Commons. 

BiU  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 
K 
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MiiroTBS.]    Public  Bills.—- 1°  Millbank  Prison;   Slave 

Trade  (Equator);  Slave  Trade  (Muscat). 
Reported. — City  of  London  Sewers;  Controverted  Elec- 
tions; Labouring  Poor  (Ireland);  Unlawful  Oaths  (Ire- 
land). 
50  and  passed : — Commons  Inclosure  (No.  2) ;  Petty  Bag» 
&c.  Offices  (Court of  Chancery);  Ecclesiastical  Patronage 
Suits  Compromise  (Ireland);  Corrupt  Practice!  at  Elec- 
tions; Metropolitan  ComroisslonA  of  Sewers. 

P«TiTiow8  Prbsrntkd.  By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart*  ftom 
several  Lodges  of  the  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows, 
for  the  Extension  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Or- 
der.—By  Mr.  Hume,  from  James  Glass  Bertram,  of 
No.  4,  Castle  Barns,  Edinburgh,  Printer  of  the  North 
British  Express  Newspaper,  for  an  Inquiry  respecting  his 
Case. — By  Mr.  Anderson,  from  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  of  the  County  of  Orkney,  for  Inquiiy  respecting 
the  Crown  Lands  of  that  County.— By  Sir  William 
Somcrville,  from  the  Great  Southern  and  Western  Rail- 
way Company  of  Ireland,  for  Licensing  the  Omnibus 
Carriages  (Dublin).— By  Lord  Charies  Wellesley,  Arom 
the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Fordlngbridge  Union,  in 
the  Counties  of  Southampton  and  Wilts,  for  an  Alter- 
ation of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Bill.— By  Mr. 
Hume,  from  Members  of  the  Independent  Order  of  Odd 
Fellows  in  the  Mlddleton  and  Hey  wood  District,  against 
the  Provident  Associations  Fraud  Prevention  Bill.—  By 
Mr.  Gibson  Craig,  from  Henry  Rankine,  Archibald 
Walker,  James  Cumming,  John  Grant,  and  Robert 
Hamilton,  at  present  Prisoners  in  the  Calton  Jail,  Edin- 
buigh.  for  Inquiry  into  their  Case.— By  Mr.  Philip  Ben- 
net,  Arom  the  Rev.  Frederick  Herbert  Maberly,  M.A. 
Vicar  of  Great  Finborough,  iu  the  County  of  Suffolk,  for 
Inquiry  respecting  his  Suggestions  for  the  Improvement 
of  Steam  Vessds. 


SUPPLY— EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  question  that  125,0002.  he  grant- 
ed for  puhlic  education  in  Great  Britain, 

Viscount  MELGUND  was  understood 
to  complain  of  the  new  system  of  encou- 
ragement for  schools  in  Scotland,  as  tend- 
ing to  promote  sectarian  differences — the 
yery  thing  the  State  should  prevent. 

Mr.  henry  DRUMMOND  considered 
that  all  religions  tests  should  he  removed 
from  the  business  of  education.  The  great 
universities  of  this  country  ought  to  be 
open  to  all  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  The 
Government  appeared  to  he  unconsciously 
following  a  track  leading  to  the  establish- 
ment of  the  French  system  of  education, 
which  was  a  gross  violation  of  the  rights  of 
parents.  The  great  danger  was,  that  the 
Government  might  interfere  more  than  was 
proper  in  this  matter  of  education. 

Sir  G.  grey  conceived  that  many  of 
the  points  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
were  deserving  of  the  consideration  of  the 
Education  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  agreed  that 
Scotland  had  overgrown  her  system  of 
parochial  instruction ;  he  conceived  that 
the  various  suggestions  respecting  retiring 
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allowances  and  other  points  would  be  duly 
considered.  He  wished  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church  of  Scotland  would 
bring  their  minds  to  the  consideration  of 
the  important  point,  whether,  as  the  great 
body  of  Dissenters  in  that  country  did 
not  materially  differ  from  the  Establiflhed 
Church,  they  would  not  do  well  to  open 
the  parochial  schools  by  removing  the  test 
which,  under  the  present  law,  applied  to 
the  admission  of  schoolmasters.  If  that 
were  done,  they  would  immediately  bring 
into  one  harmonious  national  system  the 
education  of  nearly  the  whole  population  ef 
Scotland,  and  there  would  then  be  experi- 
enced very  little  difficulty  with  respect  to 
increased  local  taxation,  which  would  be 
willingly  submitted  to  by  all  parties,  ioH 
extending  the  national  and  parochial  sjs* 
tem  of  education. 

Mr.  HENLEY  inquired  whether  the 
learned  Lord  was  prepared  to  advocate  the 
abolition  of  tests  for  professorships  in  Uni- 
versities? [The  Lord  Advocate:  For 
Scotland  and  lay  chairs.]  He  considered 
that  the  education  in  Scotland  bad  been 
good,  because  it  had  been  founded  on  re* 
ligion.  He  desired  to  know  in  what  state 
the  question  stood  between  the  Church  of 
England  schools  and  the  Education  C<»ii- 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council,  in  respect  to 
the  condition  offered  to  the  former  bj  the 
latter.  The  opinions  of  the  Government 
being  in  favour  of  a  combined  system  ^ 
education,  led  men's  minds,  justly  or  other- 
wise, to  mistrust  any  condition  which  here- 
after might  give  power  to  the  Government 
to  go  further  than  the  condition  seemed  to 
warrant.  He  therefore  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Home  Secretary  could  gire 
the  House  any  information  as  to  how  tiiis 
question  stood,  and  whether  any  progresa 
had  been  made  in  the  settlement  and  ais 
rangcment  of  it  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  a  good  deal  of  com- 
munication on  the  subject  had  passed  be- 
tween the  Education  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  and  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, the  President  of  the  National  So« 
ciety;  and  with  respect  to  the  observation 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  many  members 
of  the  National  Society  would  not  be  boimd 
by  the  rules  it  might  adopt  on  this  subject* 
he  could  only  say  that  the  most  rev.  Pre* 
late  might  be  supposed  to  represent  their 
feelings;  and  he  was  not  aware  of  any  or* 
gan  that  could  be  taken  as  a  more  satis* 
factory  exponent  of  their  wishes,  as  well  as 
of  the  wishes  of  all  other  members  of  the 
Established  Church.     He  hoped  that  th« 
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result  of  the  communications  going  on 
would  be  the  introduction  of  such  qualifica- 
tions in  the  management  clauses  as  might 
be  satisfactory  to  all  reasonable  men,  with- 
out sacrificing  the  principle  which  the  Edu- 
cation Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  insist  upon. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  thought  that  the 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire was  one  of  great  practical  impor- 
tance; and  he  was  sincerely  rejoiced  to 
hear  that  there  was  a  probability  of  arri- 
ving at  a  satisfactory  conclusion  on  the 
subject.  He  could  not  find  fault  with  the 
Government  so  far  as  the  principle  of  those 
management  clauses  was  concerned.  He 
thought  that  they  had  good  ground  for 
taking  security  for  the  better  constitution 
of  the  Church  schools;  and  if  those  clauses 
were  better  framed,  and  with  a  regard  to 
th6  just  jealousies  of  the  members  of  the 
Church,  he  believed  the  adoption  of  them 
would  confer  a  very  great  and  substantial 
benefit.  Although  arrangements  with  the 
National  Society  did  not  bind  the  Church, 
yet  he  might  express  a  confident  opinion, 
though  without  authority,  that  if  the  terms 
— modified  as  he  believed  they  had  been 
by  the  National  Society,  in  order  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  Government — could  be 
accepted  by  the  Government,  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
hind  at  once,  and  ultimately,  he  would  ven- 
ture to  say,  the  entire  clergy,  would  be 
contented  with  the  system  that  should  be 
so  agreed  upon  between  the  Government 
and  the  National  Society.  There  were 
real  difficulties  connected  with  the  subject, 
arising  chiefly  out  of  the  ambiguity  and 
latitude  attaching  to  the  expression,  "  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England."  He  be- 
lieved that,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  the 
complaint  of  the  clergy  was,  that  they  could 
not  get  the  laity  to  take  interest  enough  in 
the  management  of  these  schools.  They 
were  anxious  to  court,  not  what  was  called 
interference — that  was  an  injudicious  term, 
and  tended  to  prejudice  the  case — but  the 
assistance  and  co-operation  of  the  laity  in 
carrying  on  these  schools.  Leaving  every- 
thing to  turn  on  mere  pecuniary  qualifica- 
tion, they  would  open  the  door  to  faction 
where  local  heats  prevailed,  and  introduce 
the  greatest  confusion  in  the  management 
of  those  schools;  but  if  they  could  adopt 
regulations  by  which  in  every  case  persons 
qualified,  members  of  the  Church,  that  is, 
living  in  the  actual  use  of  the  ordinances 
of  the  Church,  should  be  associated  with 
tihe  olergji  i^  great  benefit  would  be  con* 


ferred  on  the  Church,  which  would  be  rea* 
dily  acknowledged  by  the  clergy.  He  Mras 
bound  to  admit  that  the  assistance  of  the 
laity  in  some  remote  districts  was  not  al- 
ways employed  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting education.  If  they  succeeded  in 
making  an  arrangement  of  the  kind  indi- 
cated, it  would  be  accepted  not  as  a  com- 
promise, or  a  choice  between  greater  and 
less  evils,  but  a  very  great  increase  of 
valuable  assistance  would  be  given  to  the 
Church  in  the  matter  of  education,  and  a 
very  great  benefit  conferred  on  the  whole 
of  the  people. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  I  agree  with 
nearly  all  that  has  been  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
the  correspondence  which  has  taken  place 
between  the  Committee  of  Council  for 
Education,  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
and  others  acting  with  him  on  behalf  of 
the  National  Society,  has  been  nearly 
brought  to  a  close — I  trust,  satisfactorily 
to  both  parties.  The  difficulty  with  re- 
gard to  this  question  was  not  of  our  raising; 
it  was  a  proposition  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  for  Education  before  we  belonged 
to  that  Committee.  The  difficulties,  how- 
ever, have  not  been  captiously  raised  on 
either  side.  They  belonged  to  the  subject. 
The  chief  of  these  was  that  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  namely,  the 
vagueness  of  the  term,  "  m.embers  of  the 
Church  of  England. ''  I  think  the  National 
Society  has  done  very  fairly  in  asking  that 
greater  stringency  should  be  given  to  that 
definition.  There  has  been  some  corre- 
spondence as  to  the  proper  mode  of  obtain- 
ing that  stringency;  but  I  believe  that  part 
of  the  correspondence  is  now  even  in  such 
a  state  that  no  actual  difierences  exist; 
and  I  may  say  that  part  of  the  question 
has  been  settled.  Two  points  were  left 
on  which  there  was  scarcely  a  shade  of 
difierence  between  us;  and  I  trust  these 
also  will  be  brought  to  a  satisfactory  ter^ 
mination.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  he  thinks 
it  desirable  that  the  laity  should  take  part 
in  the  management,  and  wherever  it  is 
possible  they  should  form  a  portion  of  the 
governing  body  of  these  schools;  on  the 
other  hand,  I  entirely  agree  with  him 
that  the  difficulty  has  been,  not  in  obtain- 
ing the  admission  of  the  laity — on  the  con** 
trary,  the  great  anxiety  of  the  clergy  has 
been  that  upon  them  rested  not  only  the 
greater  part  of  the  pecuniary  burden,  but 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  labour  and  man<* 
agement  was  left  on  their  hands,  in  conse^ 
'         K2 
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quence  of  the  lack  of  a  similar  zeal  and 
anxiety  with  reference  to  education  on  the 
part  of  the  laity;  hut  I  trust  that  this  diffi- 
culty may  he  overcome,  and  that  we  shall 
make  progress  in  this  respect.  The  Com> 
mittee  of  Council  have  not  the  least  wish 
to  impose  any  terms  which  will  give  the 
Government  further  power  of  interference 
with  these  schools.  With  regard  to  the 
Buhject  of  education  in  Scotland,  I  can 
only  regret  that  at  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion it  is  quite  impossihle  to  enter  into  the 
yarious  important  questions  adverted  to  hy 
my  noble  Friend.  It  is  much  better  to 
reserve  the  matter  till  another  Session. 
With  respect,  however,  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Committee  of  Council,  they  certainly 
did  not  wish  to  aggravate  any  difficulties 
that  might  exist  with  respect  to  combined 
education. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

SUPPLY— VANCOUVER'S  ISLAND. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  chair,  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  CHRISTY  rose  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  proposed  grant  of 
Vancouver's  Island  to  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company.  He  had  taken  up  this  subject, 
not  from  any  interested  motives,  but  be- 
cause he  believed  that  the  complaints  of 
the  settlers  were  just  and  well  founded. 
Those  complaints  had  been  laid  at  the 
foot  of  the  Throne,  and  he  considered  that 
before  Vancouver's  Island  was  granted  to 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  they  should 
be  carefully  and  thoroughly  investigated. 
In  1670  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  ob- 
tained a  Charter  from  Charles  II.,  grant- 
ing them  all  the  trade  and  territory  east 
of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and  extending 
to  the  Oregon  boundary  on  the  south.  In 
1690  they  applied  for  a  confirmation  of 
their  charter,  and  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  extending  the  powers  of  the 
charter  for  seven  years.  That  Act  expired 
in  1697,  and,  although  a  Bill  for  again  re- 
newing the  charter  was  submitted  to  Par- 
liament, so  numerous  were  the  petitions 
against  its  extension,  that  the  measure  was 
ultimately  abandoned.  In  1748,  petitions 
were  presented  to  this  House  against 
the  grasping  policy  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  and  they  obtained  no  fresh 
privileges  then.  The  next  stage  was 
when  Lord  Selkirk,  a  proprietor  in  the 
Company,  was  desirous  of  founding  a  co- 
lony  of  Eui'opeaQ  settlers   iu  that  dis- 


trict ;  and  the  colony  established  by  hiniy 
now  numbering  some  jL  0,000  persons,  was 
the  only  colony  existing  in  this  territory. 
There  had  been  various  opinions  with  re- 
spect to  the  validity  of  the  charter;  but  be 
would  more  particularly  call  attention  to 
the  complaints  of  these  settlers,  as  form- 
ing a  ground  for  withholding  any  further 
grant  of  land  to  the  Company  until  these* 
complaints  had  been  inquired  into.  It  ap- 
peared that  these  settlers  were  not  allowed 
to  hold  land  except  under  certain  stipula- 
tions; that  they  were  obliged  to  perform 
military  service  ;  tbat  they  had  no  means 
of  communicating  with  Great  Britain,  or 
imposing  goods  thence,  except  through 
the  Company,  in  whose  vessels  they  im- 
ported goods  to  the  amount  of  30,0001.  a 
year,  but  whose  policy  drove  them  to  buy 
of  the  United  States ;  that  the  money  of 
the  colony  was  entirely  paper  money,  the 
bills  of  the  Company ;  that  the  settlers 
were  not  allowed  to  deal  in  spirits  with 
the  Indians.  Now,  Vancouver's  Islaiid, 
of  a  grant  of  which  the  Crown  had  held 
out  hopes  to  the  Company,  was  a  place  of 
importance,  not  only  from  its  coal,  but 
also  from  the  security  of  the  harbours 
there;  while  the  system  of  the  Company 
had  been  utterly  opposed  to  colonisaUon, 
as  unfavourable  to  the  fur  trade.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  move  an  address  to  the 
Crown;  but  he  submitted  that  the  grant 
ought  not  to  be  made  until  Parliament 
had  had  on  opportunity  of  expressing  its 
opinion  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  ha  WES  would  not  make  any  re^ 
ference  to  what  had  been  said  with  respeet 
to  doubts  regarding  the  validity  of  the 
charter,  because  that  was  a  question  to  be 
decided  elsewhere  ;  but  he  could  satisfy 
the  House  that  the  arrangement  made  by 
the  Colonial  Secretary  was  beneficial  to 
the  public.  Soon  after  he  entered  the 
Colonial  0£Sce,  many  parties  manifested  s 
desire  to  colonise  Vancouver's  Island. 
They  were  invited  to  send  in  their  plans ; 
but  not  one  of  those  sent  in  was  accom- 
panied with  any  thing  like  a  show  of  se- 
curity that  the  parties  would  be  able  to 
carry  out  the  object  in  view.  Several 
gentlemen  continued  still  in  correspond- 
ence with  the  Colonial  Office  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  in  every  instance  there  was  a  desire 
to  meet  their  views;  but  until  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  made  their  offer,  the 
communications  all  ended  in  this — that 
the  parties  thought  the  island  might  be 
colonised  with  great  advantage,  but  that 
they  had  not  the  means  of  carrying  thfti 
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object  into  effect.  Nor  was  it  surprising  ; 
this  was  one  of  the  most  remote  spots 
from  this  country,  considering  the  route 
by  which  alone  it  could  be  reached.  But 
a  powerful  Company,  with  capital,  with 
ships,  with  large  adjacent  possessions,  ap- 
plied to  the  Colonial  Office  for  a  grant  of 
what  they  called  the  North  West  Territory, 
including  Vancouver's  Island  ;  this  was 
declined  ;  subsequently  they  sought  for  a 
grant  of  that  island.  What  were  the  ob- 
jections to  such  a  grant  ?  Charges  had 
been  made  against  the  general  administra- 
tion of  the  affairs  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company— -charges  which  were  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Colonial  Office  by  a  resi- 
dent who  was  dissatisfied  with  that  adminis- 
tration. The  charges  and  the  Company's 
defence  were  carefully  considered,  and  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that,  though  the  Company  had  satisfac- 
torily met  the  charges,  yet,  looking  at  all 
that  had  been  disclosed  in  those  charges 
and  that  defence,  the  subject  deserved 
further  investigation,  and  a  communication 
was  consequently  made  to  the  Governor 
General  of  Canada  to  inquire  accordingly. 
Now,  let  it  be  remembered  that  the  Com- 
pany had  the  exclusive  right  of  trading 
with  the  natives  of  these  regions  ;  that 
they  had,  at  this  moment,  a  very  flourish- 
ing settlement  on  Vancouver's  Island  ; 
that  it  was  not  likely  to  be  colonised  by 
private  enterprise,  not  because  of  its 
climate  and  soil  being  less  attractive  than 
those  of  other  colonies,  but  because  the 
cost  of  conveying  an  emigrant  to  it  would 
be  three  or  four  times  the  cost  of  convey- 
ance to  other  colonies.  Moreover,  the 
grant  was  simply  a  territorial  grant ;  the 
government  of  the  colony  would  be  a  per- 
fectly free  one  ;  there  would  be  a  gover- 
nor and  an  assembly,  and  the  making  of 
laws,  and  the  collection  and  application  of 
revenue  would  be  altogether  in  the  hands 
of  the  assembly,  and  not  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company.  Few,  probably,  would  ad- 
vocate a  considerable  grant  of  public  mo- 
ney at  this  moment  to  colonise  the  island. 
Yet  there  were  strong  reasons  for  taking 
means  to  occupy  it.  Unless  occupied 
speedily  by  British  settlers,  and  under 
British  auspices  and  British  authority,  it 
would  be  occupied  irregularly.  It  pos- 
sessed a  considerable  mass  of  good  coal, 
which  it  was  of  great  importance  to  have 
raised  without  delay.  But  to  open  and 
work  mines  was  a  very  expensive  thing  ; 
it  was  not  likely  to  be  done  by  private  in- 
dividuals.     Under  these  circumstances  it 


was  thought  desirable  to  occupy  the  island 
by  the  aid  and  assistance  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  who  possessed  capital,  and 
were  inclined  to  proceed  with  the  under- 
taking. But  the  hon.  Member  said  that 
this  grant  ought  not  to  have  been  made 
until  the  complaints  against  the  Company 
had  been  inquired  into.  Now,  that  would 
have  taken  considerable  time  ;  the  district 
with  regard  to  which  they  arose  was  of 
great  extent;  it  was  not  thought  desirable 
to  leave  the  island  unoccupied  pending 
such  inquiries.  What,  too,  were  the 
charges  ?  They  were  made  by  an  indi- 
vidual ;  they  were  very  imperfectly  sus- 
tained by  evidence  entitled  to  weight ; 
they  were  answered  completely  by  the 
Governor,  and  still  more  by  documents  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  would  refer.  He 
had  alluded  to  a  reference  made  to  the 
Governor  General  of  Canada.  Lord  Elgin, 
on  June  6th  of  the  present  year,  referring 
to  these  complaints,  relating  to  the  Red 
River  settlement — ^hundreds  of  miles  from 
Vancouver's  Island — had  written  thus: — 

"  I  am  bound,  however,  to  state,  that  the  re- 
sult of  the  inquiries  I  have  made  is  highly  favour- 
able to  the  Company,  and  has  left  on  my  mind  the 
impression  that  the  authority  which  they  exercise 
over  the  vast  and  inhospitable  region  subject  to 
their  jurisdiction  is,  on  the  whole,  very  advanta- 
geous to  the  Indians.  From  Colonel  Croflon,  who 
resided  for  a  considerable  period  at  Red  River,  in 
command  of  a  detachment  of  troops,  I  derived 
much  valuable  information  with  respect  to  their 
system  of  administration.  More  especially,  it 
would  appear  to  be  a  settled  principle  of  their 
policy  to  discountenance  the  use  of  ardent  spirits. 
It  is  indeed  possible  that  the  progress  of  the  In- 
dians towards  civilisation  may  not  correspond 
with  the  expectations  of  some  of  those  who  are 
interested  in  their  wel&re.  But  disappointments 
of  this  nature  are  experienced,  I  fear,  in  other 
quarters  as  well  as  the  territories  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  ;  and  persons  to  whom  the  trading 
privileges  of  the  Company  are  obnoxious  may  be 
tempted  to  ascribe  to  their  rule  the  existence  of 
evils  which  it  is  altogether  beyond  their  power  to 
remedy.  There  is  too  much  reason  to  rear  that 
if  the  trade  were  thrown  open,  and  the  Indians 
lefl  to  the  mercy  of  the  adventurers  who  might 
chance  to  engage  in  it,  their  condition  would  be 
greatly  deteriorated." 

Lord  Elgin  referred  to  information  which 
he  had  received  from  Colonel  Crofton,  who 
bad  been  resident  in  the  Company's  terri- 
tory for  a  considerable  time,  and  who 
said,  writing  on  the  1 2th  of  February, 
1848— 

**  I  unhesitatingly  assert  that  the  government 
of  the  Uudson's  Bay  Company  is  mild  and  protec- 
tive, and  admirably  adapted,  in  my  opinion,  for 
the  state  of  society  existing  in  Prince  Rupert's 
Land,  where  Indians,  half-breeds,  and  Europeans 
are  happily  governed,  and  live  protected  by  laws 
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which  I  know  were  mercifully  and  impartially 
administered  by  the  recorder  and  magistrates." 

The  American  Government  appointed  an 
exploring  expedition,  which  visited  these 
parts;  they  described  the  Red  River  settle- 
ment as  advancing  in  civilisation,  and 
flourishing — they  visited  Vancouver's  Is- 
land— they  travelled  through  portions  of 
the  North  West  territory — and  they  bore 
uniform  testimony  throughout  to  the  good 
government  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
of  this  vast  district.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  settlement  of  the  Red  River 
as  a  failure,  said  that  the  Company  had 
not  settled  or  aolonised  successfully  there, 
and  intimated  that  a  company  whose  ob- 
ject was  profit  in  furs  was  not  a  company 
to  whom  colonisation  ought  to  be  intrusted. 
At  the  Red  River  settlement,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  about  5,000,  there  were  to  be 
found  four  Protestant  churches,  nine  Pro- 
testant schools,  attended  by  500  scholars, 
four  Roman  Catholic  schools,  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic bishop,  and  several  Roman  Catholic 
priests;  there  had  been  no  backwardness 
in  providing  religious  instruction.  The 
Company  had  the  island  granted  to  them 
only  upon  condition  that  they  formed  a 
settlement  or  settlements  within  five  years. 
Past  experience  in  regard  to  colonics  must 
satisfy  any  one  that  the  sale  of  land  would 
not  produce  funds  to  caiTy  on  the  general 
government  and  estahlishment  of  the 
colony;  and  if  it  was  said  that  they  might 
obt^ii^  great  advantages  by  the  sale  of 
coal,  he  would  ask  why  had  no  private  in- 
dividuals in  this  age  of  enterprise  come 
forward  to  work  it  ?  Why,  the  cost  would 
probahly  far  exceed  what  any  private  indi- 
viduals would  embark  for  the  sake  of  the 
small  sale  likely  to  take  place  for  years  to 
the  vessels  trading  there;  the  trade  had  to 
be  formed;  there  was  no  existing  demand. 
If  it  were  said  that  the  grant  of  the  land 
was  of  such  extreme  value,  he  would  point 
to  the  conditions — the  settlement  to  be 
formed,  the  emigrants  to  be  sent  out,  the 
capital  necessary  to  work  the  coal.  If  it 
was  supposed  that  the  Company  would  ac- 
quire any  great  influence  by  the  grant, 
his  answer  was  that  the  legislative  assem- 
bly elected  by  the  inhabitants  would  hold 
all  the  real  power  of  government  in  its 
hands.  If  still  objection  was  made,  he 
trusted  he  should  hear  of  some  other  plan 
of  colonising  this  island;  it  was  of  great 
importance  to  occupy  it;  and  for  a  year 
and  a  half  he  had  been  in  communication 
with  parties,  and  most  anxious  to  promote 
every  attempt  to  form  a  free  and  indepen- 


dent colony  there;  but  it  had  not  been  hitf 
good  fortune  to  meet  one  single  individaal 
possessing  the  requisite  capital  or  support, 
and  willing  to  embark  in  this  undertaking. 
It  was  thought  right,  therefore,  to  accept 
the  offer  of  this  Company  to  colonise,  on 
condition  that  they  had  a  territorial  grant, 
stipulating  on  the  other  hand  for  a  perfectly 
free  government  by  a  governor,  eoaneil, 
and  assembly.  With  regard  to  the  chargea 
made  against  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
though  he  thought  they  had  made  a  good 
defence,  he  still  considered  that  the  whole 
question  should  he  investigated  by  an  im- 
partial paHy.  A  gentleman  holding  the 
Queen's  commission,  appointed  governor 
of  the  settlement  of  Red  River,  had  been  , 
instructed  to  inquire  into  these  charges  and 
report  upon  them.  Technically,  no  donbt, 
he  was  governor  under  the  Company;  bat 
he  was  an  officer  in  the  Queen's  Army, 
and  a  gentleman  of  his  rank  would  not  be 
likely  to  conduct  the  investigation  otb«r- 
wise  than  fairly  and  impartiaUy.  To  ap- 
point a  Commission  from  this  country  to 
inquire,  would  consume  both  time  and  er- 
pense.  For  the  satisfaction  of  parties,  and 
for  throwing  light  upon  the  condition  of 
that  vast  and  remote  district,  it  seemed 
desirable  to  have  further  inquiry ;  bat, 
after  considering  the  charges  and  the  evi- 
dence in  support  of  them,  it  had  not  been 
thought  that  they  were  of  such  a  serioos 
nature  as  to  form  a  ground  on  which  to  re? 
fuse  the  grant  of  Vancouver's  Island. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  nothing 
but  the  profound  conviction  which  be  en^ 
tertained  that  the  question  before  the 
House  involved  great  public  interests, 
could  induce  him  to  delay  the  Speaker 
leaving  the  chair  to  enable  the  House  to  go 
into  a  Committee  of  Supply.  He  woald 
state  at  the  outset  that,  although  in  bis 
opinion  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Colonial  Office  had  committed  a  most 
gross  error  with  reference  to  this  matter, 
yet  he  believed  he  had  acted  only  on  pab« 
lie  grounds,  and  was  uninfluenced  by  any 
improper  motive.  Nevertheless  the  noble 
Lord  had,  with  reference  to  this  question, 
erred  in  a  manner  more  signal  than  aaj 
person  who  had  ever  been  intrusted  witli 
the  administration  of  colonial  afiairs  had 
before  done  in  any  other  instance.  The 
House  had  heard  the  speech  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the  organ  of 
the  Government  upon  this  occasion,  and 
what  did  it  consist  of?  Partly  of  an  en- 
deavour to  make  good  the  character  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and  partly  of  a 
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plea  that  it  was  necessary  to  speedily  oc- 
cupy Vancouver's  Island — that  the  Hud- 
son s  Bay  Company  was  the  only  instru- 
ment availahle  for  that  purpose — and  that 
therefore  we  ought  to  avail  ourselves  of  it. 
If,  however,  it  could  he  shown  that  there 
were  valid  objections  to  committing  this 
charge  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
the  House  would  he  justified  in  calling  upon 
the  Government  to  pause  before  it  com- 
pleted the  arrangement  which  had  been 
agreed  upon.  Better  act  slowly  and  well, 
than  rashly  and  mischievously.  This  was 
n^  a  question  of  a  day,  or  year,  or  a  gene- 
ration; it  was  a  question  regarding  the  fate 
of  an  island  in  which,  probably,  at  some 
future  period,  the  world  might  see  a  power- 
ful State  commanding  a  great  portion  of 
the  trade  between  the  archipelago  of  the 
Pacific  and  the  continent  of  North  Ame- 
rica. Without  wishing  to  cry  up  Vancou- 
ver's Island,  he  felt  justified  in  saying  that 
it  was  a  most  valuable  possession.  Its 
climate  was  temperate,  and  assimilated  to 
that  of  Great  Britain — its  soil  had  not 
been  suflficiently  explored  to  enable  any 
one  to  determine  its  character  as  a  whole; 
but  it  had  been  ascertained  that  a  large 
quantity  of  it  was  very  fertile,  and  a  con- 
siderable portion  was  ready  for  immediate 
use — it  abounded  in  a  most  valuable  mine- 
ral— the  Pacific  afforded  the  most  favour- 
able opportunities  for  steam  navigation, 
whilst  its  harbours  were  of  the  finest  de- 
scription. The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  might  ask  how  it  happened  that 
if  Vancouver's  Island  ofiered  all  these  ad- 
vantages, it  had  not  yet  attracted  British 
capital  and  enterprise  to  its  shores.  But  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was  not  de- 
termiQdd  that  the  island  was  subject  to 
British  rule  until  1846,  and  since  then  the 
domestio  circumstances  of  this  country  had 
not  been  of  a  nature  to  encourage  the  di- 
version of  capital  to  a  distant  possession. 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  let 
slip  an  observation  which  showed  the  opin- 
ion be  entertained  of  the  value  of  Van- 
couver's Island — the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  was  necessary  to  occupy  it  immediately, 
otherwise  it  would  be  occupied  by  others. 
He  would  now  raise  the  general  question 
as  to  whether  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
wore  capable  of  fitly  discharging  the  func- 
tions with  which  the  Government  was  about 
to  intrust  them.  The  world  had  already 
had  experience  in  the  matter  of  colonisa- 
tion by  companies.  A  few  nights  ago  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  descant- 
ed eloquently  on  the  miserable  CQudition 


in  which  South  Australia  continued,  as 
long  as  it  was  subjected  to  the  control  of 
a  company.  As  regarded  Vancouver's 
Island,  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  was  at 
once  a  trading  company  and  a  land  com- 
pany. It  was  an  exclusive  company  in 
the  narrowest  and  tightest  sense  in  which 
the  word  eould  be  applied;  and  a  high  au- 
thority had  said,  "  Of  all  expedients  which 
could  be  found  for  stunting  the  trade  of  a 
new  colony,  that  of  an  exclusive  company 
is  the  roost  efiectual."  A  land  company 
had  an  interest  in  colonisation,  but  a  trad- 
ing company  compelled  the  colonists  to 
compete  with  a  powerful  monopolising 
body.  Upon  that  ground,  the  Legislature 
had  deprived  the  East  India  Company  of 
its  trading  powers.  The  experiment  of 
managing  colonies  by  trading  companies 
had  been  tried  and  failed  in  the  old  North 
American  colonies;  and  he  might  partiou- 
cularly  refer  to  the  cases  of  Virginia  and 
Massachusetts.  The  objection  to  a  trading 
company  under  such  circumstances  applied 
with  tenfold  force  to  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company.  There  never  was  a  case  in 
which  the  evils  of  monopoly  acquired  a 
more  rank  development  than  in  the  in- 
stance of  that  Company.  In  the  case  of 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  the  mono- 
poly of  land  and  trade  was  aggravated  by 
absolutism  in  politics  covered  by  the  cloak 
of  impenetrable  secrecy.  In  the  vast 
British  empire  all  imperial  concerns  were 
made  public,  and  particulars  relating  to  all 
the  Queen's  subjects  were  placed  upon  the 
tables  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  for 
the  information  of  their  Members.  But 
what  did  any  of  those  whom  he  was  now 
addressing  know,  by  means  of  Parliamen- 
tary information,  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  and  the  condition  of  the  coun- 
try— as  large  as  the  continent  of  Europe 
— which  they  held  under  their  rule  ?  Ab^ 
solutely  nothing.  We  knew  that  they  had 
a  charter,  and  a  license  to  trade;  but  with 
respect  to  the  government  they  had  es^ 
tablished,  the  power  they  exercised,  the 
sanctions  by  which  they  enforced  that 
power,  the  condition  of  the  people,  and 
the  laws  by  which  they  were  regulated — 
with  respect  to  all  these  points  we  knew 
absolutely  nothing.  Those  who  wished  to 
obtain  information  upon  these  interesting 
points,  must  hunt  through  the  works  pub- 
lished by  travellers,  American  exploring 
expeditions,  and  missionaries :  none  could 
be  had  in  an  ofiicial  shape.  The  charter 
granted  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  by 
Charles  II.,  in  1^70,  conferred  enormous 
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powers  upon  tbem  on  condition  that  they 
should  present  two  elks  or  beavers  to  the 
Sovereign  of  Great  Britain  whenever  he 
thought  proper  to  visit  that  portion  of  his 
dominions.  In  1690  the  Company  applied 
to  Parliament  for  a  Bill  to  confirm  their 
powers  for  ever;  hut  the  trading  interest  of 
England  having  got  wind  of  the  matter, 
prevailed  upon  the  Legislature  to  pass  a 
Bill  confirming  the  Company's  powers  for 
seven  years  only.  In  1697  another  Bill 
was  introduced  for  continuing  the  Com- 
pany's governing  powers,  which  for  some 
reason  not  apparent  Parliament  refused  to 
pass;  and  from  that  moment  to  this  the 
Company  possessed  no  Parliamentary  sanc- 
tion for  their  governing  powers,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  was  now  as  free  to 
question  them  as  if  no  Act  had  ever  been 
passed  on  the  subject.  They  had  never 
ventured  to  maintain  their  title  in  a  court 
of  law,  and  they  had  never  occupied  more 
than  some  portion  of  the  coasts  of  the  ter- 
ritory to  which  they  laid  claim;  the  interior 
was  explored  by  the  French  fur  traders. 
When  the  North  West  Company  establish- 
ed themselves,  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
did  not  dare  to  go  to  law  with  them;  but 
after  some  bickering  the  two  companies 
coalesced,  and  then  the  Hudson's  Company 
felt  themselves  again  at  liberty  to  carry  on 
the  system  of  absolutism  in  which  they 
had  revelled  from  the  first.  He  was  not 
speaking  without  book  with  respect  to  this 
part  of  the  subject,  for  when  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  and  the  North  West  Com- 
pany were  at  variance,  the  latter  company 
took  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Bearcroft,  which 
was  given  in  these  terms  : — 

"  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  King,  without  the 
assent  of  Parliament,  cannot  legally  grant  to  any 
company,  or  to  any  individual,  an  exclusive  trade 
for  ever,  together  with  a  right  to  seize  the  persons 
and  goods  of  suhjects,  without  process  of  law  ; 
and  that  such  a  grant,  if  made,  is  illegal  and  void, 
and  without  eflfect." 

Sir  Vicary  Gibbs  also  gave  his  opinion  ns 
follows : — 

"  Such  a  charter  may  certainly  be  good  in  some 
cases,  but  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  charter  in 
question  was  originally  void,  because  it  purports 
to  confer  on  the  Company  exclusive  privileges  of 
trading,  which  I  think  the  Crown  would  not  grant 
without  the  authority  of  Parliament." 

Next  came  the  joint  opinion  of  Sir  A. 
Pigot,  Mr.  Serjeant  Spankie,  and  Mr. 
Brougham.  Those  lawyers  declined  to 
touch  the  question  whether  the  Crown  had 
the  power  to  make  a  grant  of  land  to  the 
Company,  but  they  go  on  to  say  : — 
**  Besides  that  this  charter  seems  to  create,  or 


attempt  to  create,  a  joint-stock  company,  and  to 
grant  an  exclusive  right  of  trading,  there  are  va- 
rious clauses  in  the  charter,  particularly  those 
empowering  the  company  to  impose  fines  and  pe- 
nalties, to  seize  or  confiscate  goods  and  shipg,  and 
seize  or  arrest  the  persons  of  interlopers,  and 
compel  them  to  give  security  in  1,0002.,  ^., 
which  are  altogether  illegal,  and  were  always  so 
admitted  to  be,  and  among  other  times,  even  at 
the  time  when  the  extent  of  the  prerogative  in 
this  matter  was  maintained  at  its  height,  to  grant 
an  exclusive  right  io  trade  abroad ;  and  even  if 
by  virtue  of  their  charter  they  could  maintain  an 
exclusive  right  to  trade,  we  are  clearly  of  opinion 
that  they  and  their  officers,  agents,  or  servants, 
could  not  justify  any  seizure  of  goods,  impotition 
of  fine  or  penalty,  or  arrest  or  impri8onmen#of 
the  persons  of  any  of  His  Majesty's  subjects. 
Probably  the  Company  would  have  some  difoDnltj 
in  finding  a  legal  mode  of  proceeding  against  any 
of  those  who  infringe  their  alleged  exclusive  right 
of  trading,  or  violate  their  claimed  territory  ;  fyt 
we  hold  it  to  be  clear  that  the  methods  pointed 
out  by  the  charter  would  be  illegal,  and  could  not 
be  supported." 

He  would  now  read  to  the  House  an  ex- 
tract of  a  letter  addressed  to  the  then 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Colonies  by  Messrs. 
M'Tavish,  Eraser,  and  Co.,  and  Messrs. 
Inglis,  EUice,  and  Co.,  on  the  1st  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1846 : — 

**  The  legal  opinions  we  have  taken  upon  the 
whole  subject  in  this  country  are  quite  decided  as 
to  most  of  the  powers  granted  by  the  charter  to 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and  especially  those 
under  which  the  Company  claim  to  seise  persons 
and  confiscate  property  ;  they  also  leave  no  donbt 
as  to  the  invalidity  of  the  grant  to  Lord  Selkirk, 
or  to  the  extension  of  any  grant  or  power  par- 
porting  to  bo  made  by  the  charter  beyond  the  im- 
mediate confines  of  the  Bay." 

As  far  as  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
was  a  trading  company,  the  circumstancei 
was  an  essential  objection  to  employing 
them  for  colonisation  purposes.  It  was  of 
necessity  an  anti-colonising  company,  and 
there  could  not  be  grosser  folly  than  to 
commit  the  foundation  and  care  of  an  in- 
fant settlement  to  a  body  who  had  interests 
directly  at  variance  with  the  prosperity  of 
the  colony.  What  was  the  object  which  a 
fur-trading  company  had  in  view  ?  Could 
it  be  their  wish  that  the  country  in  which 
they  carried  on  their  operations  should  be 
reclaimed  and  cultivated  ?  On  the  con- 
trary, it  must  be  kept  like  a  desert.  Thej 
must,  to  be  sure,  cultivate  a  few  spots  in 
order  to  obtain  com  for  the  snpport  <^ 
their  cattle  and  their  agents — ^but  as  re- 
spected the  country  at.  large,  their  interest 
required  that  it  should  be  kept  just  as 
nature  had  left  it.  What  was  the  object 
of  such  a  company  as  regarded  the  natire 
inhabitants  of  the  country  ?  Was  it  de- 
sirable for  them  that  the  benevolent  pur- 
poses of  Christianity  should  be  carried  ooV 
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with  respect  to  the  roving  Indian  trihes — 
that  they  should  he  weaned  from  their 
erratic  habits,  comfortably  clothed,  located 
in  fixed  habitations,  and  made  tillers  of 
the  soil  ?  On  the  contrary,  it  was  their 
interest  that  the  natives  should  be  kept  as 
closely  as  possible  to  the  barbarous  and 
savage  state,  hecause  in  that  condition 
they  were  the  best  hunters.  What  was 
the  class  of  men  whom  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  employed  for  the  transaction  of 
their  affairs  ?  What  were  the  habits  of 
mind  in  which  they  were  trained  ?  They 
had  been  educated  imder  an  absolute  and 
unmitigated  despotism.  The  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  laughed  at 
that.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  think 
that  a  trifling  matter.  But  he  thought  it 
was  one  of  serious  moment,  and  the  noble 
Lord  ought  to  regard  it  in  the  same  light. 
Surely  it  was  no  laughing  matter  that  des- 
potic power  should  have  been  exercised  for 
centuries  by  a  company  which  dared  not 
let  the  question  of  their  title  go  into  a 
court  of  law.  When  the  servants  of  the 
Company  were  to  be  employed  as  the 
agents  of  colonisation,  it  was  important  to 
know  the  manner  in  which  they  had  been 
trained.  Now,  it  was  notorious  that  they 
had  been  subjected  to  a  state  of  thraldom 
as  nearly  approaching  slavery  as  it  was 

Possible  to  make  Englishmen  submit  to. 
'hey  were  even  subjected  to  corporal  pun- 
ishment. It  was  the  practice  of  the  Com- 
pany to  get  young  men  from  the  Orkneys, 
and  pay  them  at  tbe  rate  of  17/.  per  an* 
num.  The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies had  referred  to  what  he  called  the 
impartial  evidence  of  Captain  Wilkes,  the 
leader  of  an  exploring  expedition.  Well, 
the  House  should  hear  the  evidence  of  that 
gentleman  as  to  the  fitness  of  the  agents 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  to  form  a 
body  of  free  settlers  in  Vancouver's  Island. 
Captain  Wilkes  states,  that  these  agents 
received  17/.  a  year  wages,  out  of  which 
they  have  to  buy  clothing  at  80  per  cent 
advance  on  English  prices,  together  yrith  a 
considerable  portion  of  their  food;  and  at 
page  329,  vol.  iv.,  of  his  work,  the  captain 
says— 

"They  are  engaged  for  Ave  years,  and  after 
their  time  has  expired  the  Company  are  obliged  to 
Bend  them  back  to  EngUnd  or  Canada,  if  they 
desire  it.  Generally,  however,  when  their  time 
expires,  they  And  themselves  in  debt,  and  are  ob- 
liged to  serve  an  extra  time  to  pay  it ;  and  not 
unfrequently,  at  the  expiration  of  their  engage- 
ment, they  liave  become  attached  or  married  to 
some  Indian  woman,  or  half-breed,  and  have 
children,  on  which  account  they  And  themseWet 
onable  to  IcaTV,  and  eonttnue  attached  to  the 


Company's  servioe,  and  in  all  respects  under  the 
same  engagements  as  before.  If  they  desire  to  re- 
main and  cultivate  land,  they  are  assigned  a  cer- 
tain portion,  but  are  still  dependent  on  the  Com- 
pany for  many  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  clothing, 
dtc.  This  causes  them  to  become  a  sort  of 
vassals,  and  compels  them  to  execute  the  will  of  the 
Company.  This  is  &vourable  to  order  and  steadi- 
ness." 

That  was  the  evidence  of  the  witness 
whom  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies had  called  in  support  of  his  case.  It 
might  be  supposed  that  he  was  unrea- 
sonable in  saying  that  a  fur-trading  com- 
pany could  not  be  a  colonising  company; 
but  upon  that  point  he  would  quote  a  pas- 
sage from  the  memorial  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  proprietors  against  the  Red  River 
settlement.     The  memorial  said — 

"  Because,  in  the  event  of  a  settlement  of  the 
said  territory  under  the  control  of  any  other 
power  than  that  of  the  Company,  private  tralBo 
would  be  carried  on  between  tbe  settlers  and  the 
Indians,  and  clandestinely  with  traders  from  tbe 
United  States  and  the  Canadas,  which  no  ordin- 
ance of  the  Company  would  prevent.  Besides,  it 
has  been  found  that  colonisation  is  at  all  times  un- 
finvourable  to  the  fur  trade." 

That  memorial  was  signed  by  William 
Thwaits,  Robert  Whitehead,  John  Inglis, 
John  Fish,  Alexander  Mackenzie,  and  Ed- 
ward Ellice.  A  fundamental  error  per- 
vaded the  speech  of  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  those  who  objected  to 
the  Government  proposition  did  so  because 
they  begrudged  the  enormous  profits  which 
it  was  supposed  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany would  derive  from  it,  and  he  accor- 
dingly applied  himself  to  show  that  they 
could  not  release  such  great  profits.  The 
point  was  granted  at  once.  The  Company 
would  make  the  colonisation  of  Vancouver's 
Island  subservient  to  their  main  object,  the 
pursuit  of  the  fur  trade — the  minor  in- 
terest would  be  sacrificed  to  the  major. 
The  Company  must  be,  as  it  had  been, 
anti-colon ising.  From  the  first  the  Com- 
pany exhibited  none  of  the  fair  commercial 
spirit  of  E  nglish  men .  Reference  had  been 
made  to  the  discoveries  which  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  had  been  instrumental 
in  making.  It  is  true  that,  in  1837,  they 
sent  out  Mr.  Simpson,  who  had  been  called 
the  discoverer  of  the  North  West  Passage; 
but,  mark  the  date.  The  Company  had  at 
that  time  the  exclusive  trade,  and  it  was 
not  altogether  inexpedient  that  they  should 
be  able  to  attend  to  that  expedition;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  they  had  very  gener- 
ously redeemed  the  pledge  they  had  given 
on  reeeiring  the  charter  in  tbe  reign  of 
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CliaHes  II.  Why  was  that  charter  given 
to  them  ?  Mainly  for  the  discovery  of  the 
JTorth  Western  Passage.  But  they  bad 
made  few  efforts  for  that  purpose.  He 
thought '  they  sent  out  a  certain  Captain 
Barlow  and  a  Captain  Knight  to  explore 
the  north  of  the  Bay;  and  they  did  so,  be- 
cause the  parties  threatened  that  if  it 
were  not  done  they  would  fit  out  vessels  in 
England  and  send  them  out  on  their  own 
account.  But  the  discovery  of  that  pas- 
sage was  made  the  suhjcct  of  private  sub- 
scription in  the  middle  of  the  last  century. 
In  1746  and  1747,  two  ships,  the  Dog  and 
the  California,  were  fitted  out  at  the  ex- 
pense of  private  persons  in  this  country  to 
discover  the  passage;  and  it  was  a  matter 
of  great  complaint  then  that,  although  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  were  pledged  to 
it,  they  had  not  made  efforts  to  discover 
whether  it  were  practicable  or  not.  But 
their  endeavour  had  been  to  repress  the 
spirit  of  discovery  and  prevent  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  the  country. 
They  had  heard  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  as  a  fur-trading  company,  and 
the  Company  would  have  it  appear  that 
there  was  nothing  but  fur  in  that  part  of 
America;  but  Messrs.  Robson  and  Umfre- 
ville  had  written  that  Hudson's  Bay  af- 
forded most  valuable  whale  fisheries  if  the 
Company  would  work  them.  They  did  not, 
nor  would  they  allow  others  to  work  them. 
If  the  House  referred  to  the  writings  of 
those  who  had  visited  that  country,  they 
would  see  that  there  were  great  mineral 
resources  on  the  whole  on  what  was  called 
the  East  Main,  and  the  west  coast  of 
America.  What  had  the  Company  done  to 
develop  those  resources  ?  They  were 
also  told  that  to  the  south  of  the  Bay  there 
was  abundant  opportunity  for  agricultural 
settlements.  The  Company  had  done  no- 
thing for  that.  For  nearly  130  years  they 
bad  slept  on  the  shores  of  that  great  gulf, 
whilst  Frenchmen  were  exploring  the 
whole  of  North  America  beyond  them,  and 
had  much  the  larger  share  of  the  fur  trade 
with  the  Indians.  Such  was  the  commer- 
cial spirit  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
But  he  granted  there  had  been  a  very  con- 
siderable improvement  sinco  the  junction 
with  the  North  Western  Company.  Almost 
all  knowledge  of  the  interior  of  North 
America  had  been  gained  and  all  commu- 
nications established  by  that  company,  and 
therefore  there  had  been  more  energy  in 
their  proceedings  since  their  partnership 
with  that  company  and  the  able  persons 
Qpnneoted  with  it,  including  the  right  hon.  I 


Member  for  Coventry;  but  they  had  ac- 
quired no  colonising  energy. .  Their  inf> 
terest  was  against  it.  It  might  be  said 
there  were  two  exceptions  —  the  Paget 
Sound  Association,  and  the  Red  Biyer 
Settlement.  As  to  the  first  he  had  no  aor 
thorised  means  of  knowledge,  and  had  not 
such  full  information  of  the  state  of  the 
settlement,  the  number  of  settlers,  and 
quantity  of  property  there,  as  he  could 
wish.  [Mr.  Hawes  :  Very  large.]  Did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  the  whole 
population  consisted  of  1,000  Europeans  ? 
He  considered  that  a  very  sanguine  esti* 
mate.  But  there  was-  a  cause  for  the 
growth  of  the  Puget  Sound  establishment. 
It  did  not  arise  out  of  the  general  spirit  of 
the  Company.  It  was  on  the  extremity  of 
their  territory,  and  in  the  next  place  it  was 
necessary  to  have  a  certain  quantity  of  agri- 
cultural produce  to  feed  the  traders;  bat» 
besides  that,  he  believed  that  the  Puget 
Sound  Association  was  formed  in  cense* 
quence  of  an  arrangement  between  the  Hudv 
son*s  Bay  Company  and  a  Russian  settle* 
ment.  That  settlement,  being  in  a  climate  in 
which  they  could  find  no  means  of  disposing 
of  their  produce,  made  an  arrangement  with 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  to  feed  them^ 
taking,  he  imagined,  their  furs  and  other 
Arctic  produce  in  exchange.  Puget  Sound 
Association,  therefore,  was  no  exception 
to  the  rule.  Now  as  to  the  Red  River  set- 
tlement. Who  founded  it  ?  Not  the  Hod* 
son's  Bay  Company.  When  the  Company 
were  brought  into  vigorous  competition 
with  the  North  Western  Comply,  and 
were  able  for  years  to  make  no  dividend, 
liOrd  Selkirk  brought  a  large  portion  of 
the  stock  of  the  Company  at  a  depreciated 
rate,  to  the  amount  of  nearly  40,0001.  out 
of  100,000^,  and  in  that  manner  got  a 
commanding  and  overpowering  interest  in 
the  Company.  He  then  made  the  Com- 
pany sell  him  116,000  square  miles  of  what 
they  considered  their  territory  in  North 
America,  with  all  the  powers  they  could 
grant;  and  then  he  founaed  the  Red  River 
settlement.  But  what  said  the  Company  f 
Did  they  favour  that  colony  ?  No;  on  tiie 
contrary,  all  the  independent  members  of 
the  Company  protested  against  it.  Did 
the  North  Western  Company  favour  that 
colony  ?  He  would  not  refer  to  the  melan* 
choly  and  tragical  scenes  that  took  place 
when  a  large  portion  of  the  settlers  of  that 
colony  were  cut  off  in  bloody  conflict  with 
the  Company;  but,  seeing  that  the  attempt 
to  colonise  the  Red  River  was  in  its  origin 
opposed  to  the  fur  trade — they  did  qpt' 
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deny  that — ^bnt,  after  ascertaining  the  real 
object  which  the  plans  of  Lord  Selkirk 
were  intended  to  cover,  they  did  all  in  their 
power  to  render  those  schemes  abortive. 
Every  one  who  represented  the  spirit  of 
those  Companies,  now  combined  into  one, 
acted  on  the  same  principle.  And  did  not 
the  fur-trade  interest  subside  in  Vancou- 
ver's Island;  and  yet  the  Government  were 
determined  to  give  the  colonisation  of  that 
island  to  a  fur-trading  company?  What 
were  the  terms  upon  which  that  Company 
held  their  territory  ?  Had  they  ever  sent 
out  a  single  independent  emigrant?  Was 
there  anything  but  a  population  of  their 
own  retired  servants,  who  were  so  much 
in  debt  that  they  were  obliged  to  remain 
there  in  a  state  of  servitude,  and  could 
hardly  escape  from  it?  He  was  afraid 
there  was  no  such  thing  as  a  free  colonist 
under  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and 
he  could  show  the  reason  of  it.  He  held 
in  his  hand  the  deed  by  which,  up  to  the 
present  moment,  the  settlers  of  the  Com- 
pany held  their  land.  They  paid  for  the 
land  12«.  6d.  an  acre,  the  land  being  let 
to  them  on  a  lease  for  1,000  years  at  a 
peppercorn  rent.  But  upon  what  condi- 
tions? Upon  pain  of  forfeiture  of  their 
land  if  they  should  not  submit  to  all  and 
every  the  exclusive  trading  privileges  of 
the  Company — to  all  the  rules  and  regula- 
tions they  should  make,  and  to  such  taxa- 
tion as  the  Company  imposed.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  they  surrendered 
virtually  every  right  and  liberty  of  Eng- 
lishmen as  the  condition  of  holding  land 
under  the  Company.  Was  that  right  or 
was  it  wrong?  Was  it  right  upon  any- 
thing less  than  the  clearest  declaration  of 
law  that  such  powers  should  be  exercised  ? 
Could  a  tax  be  levied  except  upon  the 
clearest  evidence  of  the  intention  of  the 
highest  authority  ?  Was  there  such  evi- 
dence here?  The  charter  of  Charles  II. 
made  no  reference  whatever  to  taxation. 
But  the  Company  received  from  their  set- 
tlers the  surrender  of  their  constitutional 
liberties  as  the  price  of  the  land,  having 
already  paid  for  it  sufficiently  in  money. 
He  trusted  that  some  information  would 
be  given  upon  that  point,  or  they  might  be 
asked  whether  in  that  part  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's dominions  they  had  not  sliddcn  back 
from  liberty  into  those  illegal  exactions 
which  some  years  ago  had  raised  so  fatal 
a  resistance  to  the  Royal  authority  of  this 
empire.  Need  he  point  to  any  evidence 
to  show  the  spirit  and  intention  with  which 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  were  going  to 


enter  into  this  proposed  colonisation — ^it 
was  to  be  found  in  the  papers  which  were 
laid  on  the  table  of  the  House  last  week. 
The  Company  entered  upon  it  with  what 
was  vulgarly  called  a  wry  face.  They  did 
not  ask  the  Government  for  Vancouver's 
Island  to  colonise  it.  They  went  to  Earl 
Grey  and  said  they  had  establishments 
upon  the  southern  side  of  the  island,  which 
they  were  annually  increasing,  and  they 
were  anxious  to  know  whether  they  could 
be  confirmed  in  the  possession  of  those 
lands  which  they  wished  to  add  to  those 
they  already  possessed.  That  was  a  mo-i 
derate  request;  but  Earl  Grey  suggested 
it  was  right  that  Vancouver's  Island  should! 
be  colonised.  Thus  thought  the  Company 
— he  presumed  to  read  their  thoughts,  for 
he  believed  they  were  sufficiently  shown 
by  their  proceedings  —  "  Colonisation  \^ 
undoubtedly  a  great  evil;  but  if  it  is  to  be, 
it  will  be  better  in  our  hands  than  in  the 
hands  of  anybody  else,  so  we  shall  be  able 
to  keep  it  down  to  the  minimum."  What 
did  they  do  ?  Suddenly,  from  asking  no- 
thing but  to  be  confirmed  in  the  lands  al- 
ready in  their  possession,  they  asked  for 
the  whole  of  the  Queen's  dominions  to  the 
west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains.  Did  they 
want  to  colonise  the  whole  at  once  ?  No  I 
Why  then  did  they  ask  for  such  an  extent 
of  territory  ?  To  keep  out  others.  That 
was  the  purpose  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany. To  continue  the  present  system, 
to  make  a  dividend  as  in  the  good  old 
times,  to  lead  an  easy  and  a  quiet  life — that 
was  their  object;  and  he  would  show  that 
out  of  the  mouth  of  Sir  John  Pelly  him- 
self, and  that  it  was  not  from  any  sympa- 
thy on  his  part  for  systematic  colonisation. 
Why,  systematic  colonisation  would  be- 
come a  by- word  and  a  farce  in  this  country 
if  colonisation  were  to  be  conducted  by 
such  instruments  as  those  which,  in  the 
present  unhappy  instance,  had  been  se- 
lected. On  the  4th  of  March,  1848,  Sir 
J.  Pelly,  in  a  letter  to  Earl  Grey,  said — 

"  All  that  the  Iludson's  Bay  Company  required 
would  be  the  very  limited  grant  of  lands  which  I 
had  in  view  in  my  letter  to  your  Lordship  of  tho 
7th  of  September,  18i6;"— 

and,  after  referring  to  some  conversation 
which  he  bad  with  Earl  Grey,  he  said — 

"  When  I  understood  that  you  were  desirous 
that  a  part  or  the  whole  of  the  country  recently 
confirmed  to  Great  Britain,  should  be  colonised, 
I  was  induced  to  propose  that  the  whole  should 
be  included  in  a  grant  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany ;  because  I  was  persuaded  that  the  colonisa- 
tion would  be  much  more  successfully  conducted 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Company  than  it  eeuld 
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be  in  any  other  manner,  as  I  foresaw  serious  diffi- 
culties, should  different  parts  of  the  territory  be 
colonised  under  different  authorities." 

And  now  be  could  not  help  observing  on 
tbe  warm  imagination  witb  wbicb  tbe 
Company  always  contemplated  tbe  beauty 
of  monopoly.  Tbey  always  saw  great 
difficulty  in  colonisation,  but  absolutism 
in  no  otber  bands  tban  tbeir  own  was  per- 
fect. They  saw  great  danger  in  free  trade; 
it  caused  drunkenness;  but  monopoly  se- 
cured sobriety — competition  and  intoxica- 
tion were  in  direct  alliance.  Howeyer, 
when  the  able  and  astute  negotiator  for 
the  Company  saw  that  colonisation  was  in 
the  wind,  he  made  up  his  mind  with  a  ra- 
pidity that  was  beyond  all  praise,  and 
said — "Then  give  us  the  whole  of 
the  dominions  beyond  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains for  that  pui*pose."  Tbe  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  what  he  thought  was 
a  superabundant  ground  for,  he  would  not 
say  refusing,  but  postponing  this  grant  to 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company — he  meant 
the  charges  against  the  Company.  He 
touched  that  part  of  the  subject  with  re- 
luctance, because  he  was  not  in  possession 
of  all  the  results  of  the  inquiry  into  the 
case;  but  the  results,  as  far  as  he  was 
possessed  of  them,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
produced  a  very  different  effect  upon  his 
mind  from  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  had  no  suspicion  of  Earl  Grey,  or  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  this  question. 
About  nine  months  ago,  the  person  who 
brought  these  charges  to  England,  ap- 
plied to  him  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  he 
said — 

"  If  you  will  place  them  in  tbe  hands  of  Lord 
Grey,  I  am  persuaded  he  will  submit  them  to  a 
thorough  and  sifting  investigation." 

He  could  not  say  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
investigation  that  had  taken  place,  or  with 
the  appointment  of  the  Governor  of  the 
Red  River,  although  an  officer  in  the  Bri- 
tish service,  to  make  a  report  on  the  vali- 
dity or  invalidity  of  those  serious  charges 
against  the  Company.  He  did  not  think 
that  that  gentleman  should  have  been 
placed  in  such  a  position — to  send  him 
there  as  a  servant  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  and  at  the  same  time  to  say  to 
him,  **  You  are  to  investigate  all  these 
difficult  charges " — difficult  on  account  of 
there  being  so  little  communication — "  and 
make  a  repctrt  on  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  your  employers."  He  believed  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  mis-stated  the 
case.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Mr. 
Isbister  was  the  complainant.     Now,  he 
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held  in  his  hand  a  printed  copy  of  a  me- 
morial signed  by  five  persons,  who  had: 
come  home  as  the  representatives  of  oUiers 
at  the  Red  River  settlement;  and  who 
were  they?  The  hon.  Gentleman  Baid, 
that  that  settlement  contained  a  popula- 
tion of  5,000  persons.  He  understood 
that  out  of  that  number  there  were  571 
Indian  and  half-breed  families;  and  that 
the  complainants  were  almost  exclusively 
Indians  and  half-breeds,  out  of  whom 
1,000  persons  had  signed  the  petition  of 
which  Mr.  Isbister  was  the  organ;  and 
their  allegation  was,  that  in  that  1,000 
persons  were  included  a  large  portion  of 
Christian  Indians,  who  had  been  converted 
by  the  missionaries  in  that  country.  To 
say,  then,  that  the  petition  was  the  com- 
plaint of  Mr.  Isbister  was  a  statement  as 
wide  of  the  fact  as  could  be  conceived. 
If  the  statement  was  false  that  those  per- 
sons had  sent  the  petition,  then  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  right;  but  the  representa- 
tion made  to  him  was  to  the  contrary.  Bat 
he  would  not  confine  himself  exclusively  to 
what  these  complainants  said,  but  would 
point  out  a  number  of  those  charges  agunst 
the  Company  which  he  met  with  in  different 
works  and  publications.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  think  it  important  that 
the  Company  inflicted  capital  punishment 
without  authority.  Had  that  been  investi- 
gated— was  it  worth  investigation — ^waa 
it  important  that  the  Company  should  sud- 
denly chop  off  a  man's  head  or  not  ? 
[Mr.  Hawes  :  Is  it  true  ?]  The  statement 
made  to  him  was,  that  in  1845  capital 
punishment  had  been  inflicted  by  the  Com- 
pany upon  an  Indian.  Had  that  been  in- 
vestigated ?  [Mr.  Hawes  :  It  will  be.] 
Then  was  not  that  a  reason  why  this  mat- 
ter should  be  postponed  ?  Was  it  right 
or  decent  to  give  this  colonising  operation 
to  an  anti-colonising  company  which  exer- 
cised absolute  powers,  which  was  exempted 
from  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  did  give 
certain  judicial  powers,  without  investigat- 
ing the  truth  of  that  sharge  ?  [Mr.  Hawes  : 
It  might  be  under  the  Act  of  Parliament.] 
But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  tbe 
Act  of  Parliament,  he  would  find  that  the 
marginal  note  of  the  12th  section  was 
this : — 


"  The  power  of  the  Court  not  to  extend  to 
capital  offenoes,  nor  to  civil  actioiu  where  the 
amount  in  issue  exceeds  2002." 

He  had  shown  that  it  was  alleged  that 
capital  punishment  was  inflicted,  anci  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  the  charge  was  now 
in  the  hands  of   the  Govemmenty    and 
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therefore  there  was  no  flinching  from  in- 
Yestigation;  hut  the  investigation  was  not 
yet  made,  and  yet  the  Company  were  to  be 
the  objects  of  this  extraordinary  grant. 
The  charge  of  capital  punishment  without 
trial  was  upon  the  statement  of  Mr.  Simp- 
son.    He  said — 

"  Kindoess  and  conciliation  in  the  intercourse 
of  its  officers  and  servants  with  Indians  of  every 
tribe  ;  an  absence  of  interference  in  the  quarrels 
of  individuals,  in  the  internal  disputes  of  tribes, 
and  in  the  wars  which  they  may  wage  with  one 
another ;  and  an  invariable  rule  of  avenging  the 
murder  by  Indians  of  any  of  its  servants,  blood 
for  blood,  without  trial  of  any  kind — ^are  the  three 
and  only  principles  followed  out  by  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  in  its  transactions  with  the  numer- 
ous inhabitants  of  the  extensive  territory  under 
its  control ;  and  its  sole  aim  is  to  derive  the 
greatest  possible  revenue  from  that  territory." 

That  was  a  subject  of  the  most  serious 
responsibility.  It  violated  the  real  equal- 
ity of  right  that  ought  to  prevail  be- 
tween man  and  man,  if  a  company  through 
their  agents  were  able  without  investi- 
gation to  put  a  period  to  the  life  of  a 
brother  ;  and  that  was  stated,  not  in  a 
paragraph  inculpatory  of  the  Company, 
but  in  a  paragraph  intended  to  be  lauda- 
tory of  it.  And  what  were  they  to  say  if 
to  those  powers  was  added  that  of  taxation 
without  authority  ?  A  company  of  angels 
and  archangels  alone  was  the  only  company 
that  could' be  entrusted  with  such  enormous 
powers,  without  risk.  Then  the  wages  of 
tbe  servants  of  the  Company  were  paid  in 
notes  of  the  Company— convertible  not  on 
the  banks  of  the  Red  River,  but  in  Lon- 
don sixty  days  after  sight.  It  was  also 
charged  against  the  Company,  that  whilst 
they  took  great  care  of  the  fur-bearing 
animals,  they  were  quite  indifferent  as  to 
those  upon  which  the  roving  Indians  sub- 
sisted; and  that  there  was,  in  consequence, 
such  a  scarcity  of  food,  that  cases  of  star- 
vation were  common,  and  that  even  some- 
times the  Indians  were  driven  to  cannibal- 
ism, not  from  habit,  but  from  necessity. 
There  might  be  countries  of  such  hopeless 
poverty  that  that  might  come  upon  them ; 
but  were  the  wares  of  the  Indians  of  such 
little  value,  that  that  was  a  necessary  con- 
sequence ?  Was  it  not  a  monstrous  hard- 
ship that  we  should  go  into  that  country, 
inhabited  by  a  people  who  had  the  means 
of  bringing  to  us  commodities  the  most 
valuable  in  our  markets,  and  say  to  them, 
"You  shall  deal  with  us,  and  with  us 
alone.  England  is  a  country  of  capital 
and  enterprise,  but  if  we  allow  competition 
to  enter  into  the  field,  you  will  get  the 
true  value  of  your  furs;  "  and^  theiii  tak- 


ing advantage  of  the  difference  between 
the  market  of  the  Indian  and  our  markets 
here,  should  suffer  them  to  starve  ?  Mr. 
Robson,  in  his  work  published  about  1750, 
said  that  the  Company  received  2,000  per 
cent  on  the  beaver  skins  they  purchased 
from  the  Indians,  and  that  the  consequence 
was  that  very  few  furs  were  brought  to  the 
Company,  and  the  Indians  carried  them  to 
the  Frenchmen  in  Canada.  Umfreville, 
in  1790,  said  that  a  gallon  of  spirits,  which 
in  London  cost  2i)d„  purchased  furs  which 
fetched  here  61,  or  Sf,  ;  that  a  fourpenny 
comb  bought  a  beaver  worth  2L  ;  &  gun 
that  cost  22s,,  twenty  beaver  skins  worth 
321,  lOs,;  and  other  trifling  articles  in  the 
same  proportion.  Was  it  fair,  then,  to 
the  Indians,  whom  nature  and  Providence 
had  placed  in  possession  of  those  wild 
districts,  and  who  brought  us  the  fruits 
and  products  of  them,  that  they  should  be 
compelled  to  deal  with  one  customer  with- 
out receiving  some  compensation  for  it? 
Ought  they  not  to  have  some  security 
against  the  danger  of  starvation,  or  being 
driven  to  cannibalism  ?  It  was  a  subject 
for  Parliamentary  investigation  whether 
the  fur  trade  required  a  monopoly;  and, 
he  did  not  now  scruple  to  say,  whether  the 
extraordinary  powers  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  ought  to  be  left  in  their  hands. 
He  would  now  refer  to  the  subject  of 
ardent  spirits.  The  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany dwelt  very  much  on  their  efforts  to 
diminish  the  use  of  ardent  spirits  among 
the  occupants  of  their  territory;  and  they 
seemed  to  have  impressed  Lord  Elgin  with 
the  opinion  that  they  had  greatly  exei*ted 
themselves  to  do  so.  He  was  very  much 
disposed  to  pay  great  respect  to  Lord 
Elgin's  opinion,  but  it  seemed  to  have 
been  formed  at  second  hand  ;  and  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  had  perhaps  better  op- 
portunities of  obtaining  informt^tion  on  this 
question  than  Lord  Elgin  possessed.  The 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Isbister  was,  that 
in  1837  the  quantity  of  ardent  spirits  in- 
troduced into  the  territories  of  the  Com- 
pany was  3,800  gallons,  while  in  1845  the 
quantity  was  9,000  gallons.  If  it  were 
true  that  this  increase  had  taken  place 
within  the  last  few  years,  he  must  say 
that  this  was  a  most  ugly  fact  as  regarded 
the  dealings  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, particularly  when  it  was  borne  in 
mind  that  the  year  1837  was  the  year  be- 
fore the  renewal  of  their  license  was  asked 
for  and  obtained.  He  should  like  to  have 
that  fact  inquired  into.  He  should  like 
also  to  know  what  kind  of  settlen  the 
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Company  were  likely  to  send  to  Yancou- 
yer's  Island.  It  was  the  men  who  made 
the  colony.  What  was  it  that  planted  the 
colonies  of  New  England,  but  the  pith  and 
stuff  of  which  their  founders  were  made  ? 
If  men  were  sent  out  there  with  the  feel- 
ings and  habits  of  Englishmen — men  who 
were  accustomed  to  act  in  the  light  of  day 
— it  might  be  expected  that  something 
like  a  colony  would  be  founded.  But  what 
was  the  system  adopted  by  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  ?  He  had  told  the  House 
how  the  memorialists  had  stated  their 
grievances.  He  had  told  them  also  that 
five  out  of  the  six  had  actually  signed  the 
memorial,  the  sixth,  Mr.  Sinclair,  having 
gone  back  to  America.  He  must  now  in- 
i^rm  the  House  that  the  Company  had 
eitftablished  in  their  territory  a  system  of 
remitting  the  duties  on  the  articles  im- 
ported. The  occupants  of  the  territory 
were  allowed  to  import  so  many  pounds 
worth  of  British  manufactures  in  the  course 
of  the  year,  and  the  duty  leviable  upon 
them  at  York  Castle  was  remitted.  This 
was  placing  in  the  hands  of  the  Company 
a  power  over  the  action  of  the  settlers 
which,  he  must  say,  was  most  odious  to 
the  ears  of  Englishmen.  The  remission  or 
enforcement  of  these  duties  was  made  the 
means  of  exercising  an  influence  over  the 
settlers,  and  of  piecing  up  the  holes  in  a 
questionable  charter.  Mr.  Sinclair  took  a 
part  in  bringing  forward  the  charges  which 
had  been  made  against  the  Company.  Of 
course,  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  could 
see  nothing  but  what  was  outrageous  and 
disreputable  in  these  complaints,  and  re- 
garded those  from  whom  they  proceeded 
as  the  scum  of  the  earth.  The  conse- 
quence was,  that  Mr.  Sinclair  received  the 
fi)llowing  letter : — 

•*  Fort  Garry,  Red  River  Settlement, 
August  26,  1845. 
**  Mr.  James  Sinclair, 
**  Sir — I  beg  to  state,  that  in  a  private  letter 
from   Mr.  Secretary  Smith,   dated   the   18th  of 
April  last,  and  received  on  the  25th  inst.,  I  am 
requested  to  acquaint  you  that  no  goods  will  be 
■hipped  in  your  name  on  board  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company*8  ship  for  York  factory  this  season. — I 
remain.  Sir,  your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
"  Alexander  Christie.'' 

The  House  would  understand  what  the 
eifect  of  that  would  be,  as  the  only  ships 
allowed  to  go  to  the  country  were  the 
ships  belonging  to  the  Company.  He 
would  not  say  that  these  matters  were 
proved  as  facts,  but  they  were  allegations 
of  a  most  serious  kind,  which  ought  at 
«iico  to  put  an  end  to  any  intention  on 


the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyemmenl 
of  intrusting  these  powers  to  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  unt'd  these  dharges 
were  inquired  into,  if  the  Company,  in- 
stead  of  being  the  worst  instruments,  were 
the  best  instruments  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  for  the  promotion  of  colonisation. 
Another  point  which  he  could  not  pass 
over  was  the  state  of  morals  which  phl- 
Tailed  in  the  territories  of  the  Hiidson's 
Bay  Company;  for  which  he  would  t^&i 
hon.  Members  to  the  testimony  of  Captain 
Wilkes,  an  American,  who  yisited  the 
country  when  engaged  on  a  surreying  ex- 
pedition. He  thought  that  no  man  coidd 
read  that  gentleman's  statement  withontt 
seeing  that  the  system  of  the  Hudaon'e 
Bay  Company  was  most  unfavourable  to 
the  growth  of  a  healthy  moral  character. 
Another  person  to  whose  testimony  he 
might  refer  on  this  point  was  Mr.  Thomaa 
Simpson,  a  servant  of  the  Company,  whoce 
observations  on  the  general  monditr  of 
the  country  under  the  sway  of  the  Com- 
pany would  be  found  at  page  81  of  bie 
Life,  It  was  said,  however,  that  the 
Company  had  made  great  efforts  to  spread 
the  growth  of  Christianity,  and  improve 
the  morality  of  the  people  committed  to 
their  charge;  and  that  Lord  Elgin  had 
been  induced  to  believe  that  this  was  the 
case.  The  Company  was  founded  in  1607# 
and  for  a  short  time  afterwards  efforts  were 
really  made  to  inculcate  the  principles  of 
Christianity  in  dealings  with  the  nativcA. 
But  this  Company  had  now  beoome  an 
enormously  extended  establishment,  and 
he  thought  that  they  had  been  extremdj 
neglectful  of  their  duties  with  regard  to 
the  religious  care  of  their  own  officers,  and 
with  regard  to  the  religions  instruction  of 
those  with  whom  they  came  in  contact. 
He  would  just  read  a  short  passage  from 
a  letter  written  in  1815  by  Governor  Sem- 
ple,  who  was  shortly  afterwards  alaio 
in  a  conflict  with  the  North  Western 
Company : — 


*'I  haye  trodden  the  burnt  ruins  of 
bams,  a  mill,  a  fort,  and  sharpened  stockades,  but 
none  of  a  place  of  worship  even  upon  the  smallest 
scale.  I  blush  to  say,  that  over  the  whole  extent 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  territories,  no  such  boildinr 
exists.  It  is  surely  high  time  that  this  kmk 
reproach  should  be  done  away  from  among  matK 
belonging  to  a  Christian  nation.'' 

Now,  considering  that  the  Company  had 
divided  70  per  cent  on  a  capital  augmented 
nine  times,  surely  it  was  too  much  to  claim 
a  great  deal  of  credit  for  them,  on  account 
of  what  they  had  done  in  extending  reli-f 
gioua  knowledge  up  to  1815.     But  th^ 
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hon.  Gentleman  stood  on  what  bad  been 
done  sinee  1815;  and  be  said  tbat  tbere 
were  now  nine  places  of  worsbip  in  tbeir 
territory,  and  four  scbools.  The  House, 
bowever,  sbould  be  informed  tbat  tbe  yo- 
luntary  societies  establisbed  and  supported 
bj  tbe  people  of  tbis  country  for  tbe  diffu- 
sion of  religious  knowledge,  bad  found 
tbeir  way  into  tbe  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany's territories^  and  tbat  a  missionary 
wbo  bad  been  sent  out  by  tbe  Churcb  Mis- 
sionary Society  was  dignified  at  tbe  settle- 
ment of  tbe  Red  River  witb  tbe  name  of 
tbe  "  Company's  Chaplain."  He  did  not 
doubt  tbat  the  Company  made  him  some 
allowance;  but  the  House  would  find  tbat 
tbis  missionary  was  rated  on  the  books  of 
tbe  Churcb  Missionary  Society.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  tbat  the  Company  bad  done  no- 
thing for  tbe  diffusion  of  religious  informa- 
tion ;  but  the  bulk  of  what  had  been  done  was 
done  by  the  public  of  this  country,  and  not 
by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  He  would 
read  tbe  evidence  furnished  on  this  point 
by  an  extract  from  the  Bishop  of  Mon- 
treal's journal,  which  was  written  in  1844. 
The  bishop  bad  just  been  visiting  tbe  Red 
River  settlement,  and  was  on  tbe  best 
terms  with  tbe  Company  and  its  officers, 
and  tbe  whole  book  was  pervaded  by  a 
tone  of  gentleness  and  mildness.  He 
said — 

**  There  is  not  one  clergjman  of  the  Chnroh  of 
EngUnd  on  the  farther  side  of  tbe  Rockv  Moun- 
tains. The  Hudson's  Bay  Company  did  at  one 
time  maintain  a  chaplain  at  Fort  Vancouver — 
they  have  ceased  to  do  so.  Within  their  own 
proper  territories  they  have  one,  namely,  at  the 
Red  River  ;  so  that  in  Hudson's  Bay  itself  there 
is  none." 

Perhaps,  however,  tbe  hon.  Qentleman 
would  say  that  tbere  were  ministers  of 
other  religious  denominations  establisbed 
in  the  Company's  territories.  He  could 
not  do  better,  therefore,  than  quote  to  tbe 
House  a  private  and  confidential  letter 
from  Mr.  Thomas  Simpson,  written  in 
1840,  to  his  brother  Alexander  Simpson, 
which  would  be  found  at  page  350  of  bis 
Life  :— 

*•  Three  Wesleyan  missionaries  have  come  in 
from  Lac  la  Pluie  and  the  Sashatohewan ;  and 
furs  have  fallen  from  15  to  20  per  cent.  Ominous 
signs  these — saying  plainly,  *  make  hay  while  tbe 
sun  shines.' " 

He  held  in  bis  band  also  an  extract  of  a 
letter  from  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman; 
and  when  be  had  read  that,  be  thought  be 
should  have  pretty  well  gone  round  tbe 
compass.  Tbe  letter  was  written  by  Mr. 
Bekoort  FictoD,  a  Romaii  CaihoUo 


sionary,  and  was  dated  tbe  22nd  of  Mareb, 
1848,  from  the  archbishop's  palace  at 
Quebeo.     In  his  postcript,  he  said— - 

*'  About  the  opposition  of  the  Company  to  tbe 
Christianising  of  the  Indians,  I  can  give,  after, 
seventeen  years  of  missions  amongst  them,  a  num-» 
ber  of  characteristic  instances  of  this  truth.  In- 
toxicating liquors  given  in  abundance,  rewards  td 
those  who  would  not  listeti  to  the  missionaHei^ 
invitations,  refusal  to  build  a  chapel  amongst 
them,  menaces  of  burning  it  after  its  erection, 
Ac. — are  all  things  that  I  can  bear  witness  to." 

Now,  be  understood  that  tbis  gentleman 
was  a  man  of  respectable  character,  and  be 
bad  no  reason  to  suppose  that  tbere  was 
any  exaggeration  in  his  statements.  Ha 
was  far  from  saying  that  all  these  chargeii 
were  true;  but  he  had  shown  the  House 
that  they  were  not  destitute  of  all  proba^ 
bibty.  Another  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  advert  was  the  settlement  of  tbe  In- 
dians. In  1821,  the  terms  of  the  Com- 
pany's license  bound  them  to  adopt  mea- 
sures for  diminishing  and  ultimately  pre^ 
venting  tbe  sale  of  intoxicating  bquors^ 
and  for  promoting  tbeir  moral  and  religions 
improvement.  It  was  not,  however,  till 
1832  tbat  a  piece  of  ground  was  selected 
in  order  to  try  an  experiment  of  what 
might  be  done  for  the  civilisation  of  tbe 
Indians;  and  tbis  attempt  was  made  by 
Mr.  Cochrane,  wbo  was  sent  out  by  tbe 
Churcb  Missionary  Society.  The  Wes- 
ley ans  also  made  a  similar  effort;  and  tbis 
was  tbe  only  agency  which  had  been  em- 
ployed for  tbat  purpose;  and  tbe  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  bad  only  contributed  a  por- 
tion of  the  funds  which  had  been  expended 
in  carrying  out  the  object.  He  thought 
be  bad  shown  tbat  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany was  tbe  worst  instrument  that  could 
be  selected  for  colonising  purposes;  and  to 
talk  of  the  waste  of  time,  because,  in  the 
desperate  circumstances  in  which  tbe  ooun« 
try  bad  been  recently  placed,  there  bad 
not  been  a  rush  to  the  colonies,  was  really 
playing  witb  tbe  subject.  The  Colonial 
Office  had  not  done  so  much  as  they  might 
in  tbis  matter;  and  had  it  been  made 
known  to  the  London  public  tbat,  under 
certain  terms,  a  company  might  be  formed, 
tbere  would  have  been  no  want  of  mer- 
chants and  capitalists  to  embark  in  tbe 
enterprise;  at  all  events,  till  that  bad  been 
done,  it  should  not  be  said  tbat  every  effort 
bad  been  made.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  would  have  regarded  such  an  en- 
terprise witb  good  will.  But  who  knew  it? 
And  when  the  hon.  Qentleman  spoke  of 
tbe  enormous  difficulty  of  access  to  Van- 
coover'a  Island,  let  it  be  remembered  thai 
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the  Americans  were  about  to  establish 
steam  communication  between  Panama  and 
the  Columbia  River.  They  would  want 
coal  for  that  purpose,  and  there  was  plenty 
of  coal  in  Vancouver's  Island.  But  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  believe  that  nobody 
but  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  could  dig 
coal  there  ?  Was  the  operation  of  opening 
a  coal  pit  so  gigantic  an  undertaking  as  to 
require  the  combined  efforts  of  a  vast  com- 
munity ?  On  the  contrary,  it  required  a 
very  moderate  capital.  Better  postpone 
colonisation,  if  that  were  necessary,  than 
shut  out,  at  this  early  day,  so  important 
a  field  from  the  generations  of  succeed- 
ing centuries.  He  did  not  believe  that 
any  one  of  the  Gentlemen  who  had  held 
the  office  of  Colonial  Secretary  for  the 
last  twenty  years,  would  have  been  bold 
enough  to  take  this  step,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  now  at  the  head 
of  that  department.  The  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  were  distinctly  informed,  both 
in  1821  and  1838,  that  it  was  quite  neces- 
sary that  a  provision  should  be  introduced 
into  their  license  to  trade,  to  the  effect 
that  if  a  colony  should  be  founded  at  any 
time  within  their  territory,  the  privileges 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  should  at 
once  cease  to  operate  within  the  bounda- 
ries of  that  colony.  He  must  also  object 
to  the  grant  on  another  ground.  On  no 
account  ought  it  to  have  been  made;  but, 
if  made  at  all,  it  ought  to  have  been  made 
in  a  different  manner.  It  was  true  that 
'Lord  Grey  provided  for  what  he  called  a 
free  government;  but  quid  leges  sine  mo- 
ribus  ?  What  did  the  letter  of  a  constitu- 
tion avail  among  men  who  were  not  trained 
to  make  use  of  it  ?  If  men  were  sent  to 
hold  land,  not  according  to  the  provisions 
of  public  law  in  England,  but  according  to 
the  views  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
what  was  the  use  of  this  paper  constitu- 
tion ?  Did  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
I'egard  a  free  government  as  necessary  ? 
On  the  contrary,  Sir  J.  Pelly  expressed  his 
opinion  that  they  had  no  need  of  legisla- 
tion. He  knew  that  with  an  honest  inten- 
tion Earl  Grey  reserved  this  power;  but 
he  contended  that  a  free  government  was 
useless,  unless  the  materials  were  supplied 
with  which  a  free  government  if^s  to  be 
worked.  What  had  become  of  Mr.  Wake- 
field and  his  plan  of  selling  land  at  a  suffi- 
cient price,  and  importing  emigrants  with 
the  produce  of  the  sales  ?  This  plan  was 
dispensed  with  in  favour  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  and  no  other  party.  The 
people  of  New  South  Wales  kicked  against 


the  regulation,  but  the  collar  and  the  yoke 
were  pressed  down  upon  them.  The  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company,  also,  were  not  obliged 
to  account  for  a  farthing  of  the  money 
which  they  received.  '  They  knew  very 
well  with  whom  they  had  to  deal,  and,  re- 
fusing to  pay  any  royalty,  and  making  no 
stipulation  to  carry  out  colonists,  they 
only  undertook  that  in  five  years'  time 
there  should  be  something  that  should  be 
called  a  settlement. .  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  they  had  already  a  thriving  and 
flourishing  settlement  there.  But  suppose 
they  carried  over  some  of  the  men  from 
Puget's  Sound,  or  the  men  at  the  Red 
River,  would  that  be  a  colony  worthy^  of 
England,  or  one  such  as  the  noble  Lord, 
of  all  men,  would  desire  to  see  established? 
Was  that  the  mode  in  which  these  most 
important  affairs  were  to  be  administered  ? 
A  rumour  had  reached  him  that  a  very 
considerable  number  of  people  at  the  Red 
River  had  determined  to  move  over  to  the 
American  border,  and  that  in  order  to  es- 
cape from  the  sway  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  they  were  ready  to  surrender 
the  privilege  of  being  subjects  of  the  Brit- 
ish Crown.  What  was  the  British  Crown 
to  them?  They  knew  nothing  of  judicial 
security,  nothing  of  rights  of  property, 
except  within  the  limit  of  the  regulations 
imposed  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  House  to  see 
that  this  state  of  things  was  amended  ? 
Was  it  not  their  duty  to  go  to  the  bottom 
of  these  matters,  and  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  system  which  prevailed  in  the  terri- 
tories of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
which,  without  meaning  any  reproach  to 
the  persons  who  composed  the  Company, 
he  maintained  was  of  so  arbitrary  a  char- 
acter as  to  require  restriction  and  modifi- 
cation ?  This  was  a  great  subject;  the 
gift  of  the  island  was  a  small  beginning; 
and  it  was  the  business  of  statesmen  to 
watch  beginnings,  and  provide  for  the  fu- 
ture while  it  was  yet  remote.  There  was 
now  in  Vancouver  s  Island  a  magnificent 
field  for  colonisation.  As  Wordsworth, 
our  greatest  modern  poet,  said,  **  The  boy 
is  father  to  the  man;"  and  in  the  same 
manner  these  settlements,  from  the  form 
they  took  in  the  very  first  days  of  infancy, 
became  the  fathers  either  of  great  nations, 
in  which  the  healthy  constitution  of  the 
patient  was  developed,  or  of  sickly,  stunt- 
ed, puny  communities,  which  were  likely  to 
grow  beneath  the  poisoned  shade  of  a 
monopolising  company.  He  regretted  that 
the  form  in  which  the  Motion  was  made. 
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rendered  it  impossible  to  come  to  a  vote 
upon  it.  After  all,  Lord  Grey  had  done 
the  Company  only  a  left-handed  kind- 
nera.  He  believed  that  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  had  overshot  the  mark. 
When  Sir  John  Pelly  was  driven  to 
play  the  bold  game  which  he  attempted 
to  win,  and  even  the  limited  game  of 
taking  the  whole  of  Vancouver's  Island, 
he  took  a  step  which  he  (Mr.  Qladstone) 
believed  would  draw  and  fasten  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  on  the  whole  of  that 
important  district  which  was  connected 
with  the  territory  of  the  Company.  Let 
there  be  a  general  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  House  in  favour  of  free 
colonisation,  and  then  let  a  reasonable 
time  elapse  before  they  were  told  to  despair 
of  colonising  Vancouver's  Island.  Above 
all,  let  not  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  be 
expected  to  rear  that  to  the  very  life  and 
substance  of  which  it  was  opposed,  and 
let  not  the  House  forget  that  there  was 
now  a  great  and  worthy  opportunity  of 
planting  a  society  of  Englishmen,  which 
if  it  did  not  afford  a  precise  copy  of  our 
institutions,  might  still  present  a  reflex  of 
that  truth,  integrity,  and  independence, 
which  constituted  at  this  moment  the  orna- 
ment and  glory  of  this  country. 

Mr.  C.  BULLER,  after  having  heard 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
could  not  help  asking  the  House,  however 
proper  it  might  be  that  this  subject  should 
be  brought  under  their  consideration,  whe- 
ther it  were  worth  while  to  stop  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing the  particular  question  introduced 
by  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  ?  It  appear- 
ed to  him  that  another  opportunity  might 
have  been  taken  for  that  purpose;  and  he 
objected  to  the  period  at  which  the  discus- 
sion had  taken  place,  as  well  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  it  had  been  brought  for- 
ward, seeing  that  no  opportunity  was 
given  of  testing  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
very  inadequately  treated  the  question  of 
Vancouver  s  Island;  indeed,  he  might  say 
he  had  almost  put  it  out  of  sight,  and  that 
the  greater  part  of  his  speech  related  to 
anything  but  to  the  case  of  that  island. 
The  great  question  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  started  was  one  of  which 
neither  the  House,  the  Government,  nor 
the  public,  had  received  any  notice.  It 
did  not  relate  to  the  propriety  or  impro- 
priety of  giving  Vancouver's  Island  to  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  but  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  genend  adminbtration  of  the 
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trust  which  had  been  confided  to  that  Com- 
pany by  the  country.  Now,  that  question 
was  one  which  ought  to  have  been  brought 
forward  in  a  distinct  and  separate  shape, 
seeing  it  involved  the  grave  and  important 
question  whether  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany were  entitled  to  exercise  power,  not 
in  Vancouver's  Island  only,  but  at  all.  He 
confessed  he  was  a  little  surprised  that  if 
the  administration  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  had  been  so  unsuccessful  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  described  it;  if 
for  a  period  of  150  years  it  had  done  so 
little  good,  and  had  actively  exerted  itself 
only  for  evil;  hanging  without  trial,  taxing 
people  without  right,  and  robbing  and 
fleecing  them  in  every  possible  way;  and 
when  a  charge  was  brought  forward  di- 
rectly impugning  the  Government  of  this 
country  for  intrusting  its  territories  to 
that  Company,  he  was  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  adopted 
the  method  he  had  done  for  bringing 
the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the 
House;  and  he  must  add  that  he  thought 
it  would  only  have  been  fair  to  give 
that  Company  an  opportunity  of  de- 
fending itself.  The  charges  were  such 
that  a  Committee  might  well  .have  been 
asked  for  and  appointed  to  investigate 
their  truth;  for  certainly  nothing  could  be 
more  unsatisfactory  than  that  a  statement 
implying  great  and  grave  charges  against 
a  public  company,  everywhere  and  at  all 
times,  should  be  brought  forward  without 
seeing  in  the  vista  either  a  proposal  for 
the  abrogation  of  the  powers  of  the  Com- 

fany,  or  the  appointment  of  a  Committee. 
Mr.  Gladstone  :  It  was  a  subject  for  in- 
quiry.] If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  the  conduct  of  the  Company  a  fair 
subject  for  inquiry,  why  did  he  not  bring 
before  the  House  a  proposal  for  entering 
upon  that  inquiry  ?  The  House  must  see 
that  the  administration  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  was  a  question  by  far  too 
large  to  enter  upon  on  such  an  occasion  as 
the  present.  But  they  could  limit  their 
inquiries  to  the  one  fact,  whether  there 
was  anything  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Company  which  rendered  improper  the  spe- 
cific grant  made  to  the  Company  on  the 
conditiois  on  which  alone  that  grant  was 
made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in- 
veighed against  the  monopoly  of  trade 
possessed  by  the  Company.  He  was  him- 
self, some  years  ago,  at  the  head  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  was  afterwards  in  the 
Colonial  Ofiice;  yet  he  never  uttered  one 
word  then  as  to  the  monopoly  of  the  Hud** 
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son's  Bay  Company,  though  he,  and  the 
GoTernnient  with  which  he  was  connected, 
were  dealing  with  almost  every  other  mo- 
nopoly that  existed.  This  monopoly  of 
the  fur  trade  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany was  as  much  opposed  to  free  trade, 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  were  the  successful  advocates, 
as  the  monopoly  of  sugar  in  the  West  In- 
dies, or  any  other  article  to  which  they 
directed  their  attention;  yet  they  never 
extended  their  views  to  this  abominable 
monopoly  of  the  fur  trade  when  in  power. 
He  was  no  advocate  for  absolute  govern- 
ment in  our  colonies.  He  had  constantly 
taken  that  view;  and  as  it  was  a  long  time 
since  he  had  taken  any  part  in  debates  on 
colonisation,  he  must  beg  the  House  to 
understand  that  not  one  single  opinion 
which  he  had  ever  advanced  on  that  ques- 
tion had  been  shaken  by  experience.  He 
still  believed  a  great  and  extensive  system 
of  colonisation  to  be  a  source  of  comfort 
and  wellbeing  to  all  classes  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  as  well  as  a  means  of  in- 
creasing the  prosperity  and  extent  of  our 
empire;  and  he  must  reiterate  now  the 
opinion  he  had  often  expressed  in  for- 
mer times,  that  he  saw  nothing  in  the 
eircumstances  of  our  empire  that  should 
prevent  the  Government  from  organising 
a  wise  system  of  colonisation;  so  that  all 
the  advantages  which  the  United  States 
of  America  derived  from  their  annual  colo- 
nisation of  the  far  West,  might  be  derived 
by  us  from  our  annual  and  constant  colo- 
nisation of  the  vast  and  fertile  colonies  be- 
longing to  the  Crown.  He  believed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  underrated  or 
misunderstood  the  particular  circumstances 
of  Vancouver's  Island,  and  that  tho  course 
taken  with  regard  to  that  island  was  the 
wisest  that  could  have  been  adopted.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  absolute 
government  and  its  abuses;  but  what  had 
all  this  to  do  with  the  question  ?  Was  the 
Government  about  to  give  a  monopoly  of 
trade  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  ? 
Why,  it  had  got  it  already.  It  had  the 
exclusive  right  of  trading  all  over  that 
country,  and  had  enjoyed  that  right  for 
many  years.  Then  as  to  the  absolute  go- 
vernment of  the  Company,  and  its  chopping 
oflf  heads  without  trial,  and  taxing  without 
power;  was  it  proposed  to  place  any  body 
of  the  English  people  under  such  absolute 
government  'i  On  the  contrary,  they  were 
proceeding  on  the  principle  that  all  who 
settled  in  the  island  were  to  be  under  a 
perfectly  free  aud  representative  govern- 


ment. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  proposed  arrangement  would  have  the 
effect  of  destroying  future  empires  and 
great  States,  and  that  it  was  disposing  for 
ever  of  the  fortunes  of  the  oolony.  Now 
the  arrangement  was  merely  a  limited  dis- 
posal, upon  certain  conditions,  of  the  landa 
of  this  colony  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com-* 
pany  for  eleven  years.  [Mr.  Huhe  :  Itia 
a  grant  in  perpetuity.]  He  would  show 
that  it  was  a  conditional  grant  for  only 
eleven  years.  In  the  mean  time,  he 
would  advert  to  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  colony  was  to 
be  put  under  absolute  government.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  I  did  not  say  so.]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  these  people  were  to 
be  under  a  mockery  of  a  Government  fa* 
reign  to  their  wants,  feelings,  and  habits. 
He  said,  it  was  a  farce  giving  representa^ 
tive  institutions  to  these  people,  who,  from 
their  dependence  on  the  Company,  and 
from  the  character  of  their  minds,  and  the 
state  of  their  education,  were  unfit  to  main- 
tain their  rights.  Now,  he  differed  from 
that  view.  He  thought  that  if  they  gave 
them  representative  institutions,  they 
would  make  these  servants  of  the  Com- 
pany its  masters.  His  confidence  in  re- 
presentative government  would  be  entirely 
shaken  if  he  did  not  think  that  the  estab- 
lishment of  it  in  Vancouver's  Island  would 
be  incompatible  with  the  exercise  of  abso- 
lute government.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man next  said  the  Company  was  an  anti- 
colonising  company.  Now,  the  object  of 
Government  was  to  make  colonisation  one 
of  the  conditions  of  the  grant.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  grant  was  stated  in  the 
charter  to  be  given  to  the  Company,  their 
heirs,  and  their  successors,  **  for  ever;" 
but  then  this  was  clogged  with  a  condi- 
tion— 

"  That  this  present  grant  is  made  to  the  intent 
that  the  said  Governor  and  Company  shall  estab- 
lish upon  the  said  island  a  settlement  or  settle- 
ments of  resident  colonists,  emigrants  from  our 
kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  or  from 
other  our  dominions,  and  shall  dispose  of  the  land 
there  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting settlements,  and  for  the  actual  pur- 
poses of  colonisation,  and  shall,  once  in  every  two 
years  at  the  least,  certify,  under  the  seal  of  the 
said  Governor  and  Company,  to  one  of  our  princi- 
pal Secretaries  of  State  what  colonists  shall  have 
been  from  time  to  time  settled  in  the  said  colony, 
and  what  lands  shall  have  been  disposed  of." 

The  charter,  however,  went  on  to  say — 

"And  we  further  declare,  that  this  present 
grant  is  made  upon  this  condition,  that  if  the  said 
Governor  and  Company  shall  not,  within  the  term 
of  five  years  firom  the  date  of  these  presents,  have 
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establUhed  upon  the  said  island  a  Bettlement  of 
tesident  colonists,  emigrants  from  the  united 
kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  or  from 
other  cor  dominions,  and  it  shall,  at  any  time 
after  the  expiration  of  such  term  of  five  yean,  be 
certified  to  us,  our  heirs  or  sucoessors,  by  any 
person  who  shall  be  appointed  by  us,  our  heirs  or 
Bucoessors,  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  such 
island,  that  such  settlement  has  not  been  estab- 
lished according  to  the  intent  of  this  our  grant,  it 
phall  be  lawful  for  us,  our  heirs  and  successors, 
to  revoke  this  present  grant,  and  to  enter  upon 
and  resume  the  said  island  and  premises  hereby 
granted." 

But  were  all  these  provisions  insufficient  ? 
If  so,  there  was  another  great  provision 
that  overrode  them  all.  It  was  provided 
that— 

"And  we  hereby  declare,  that  this  present 
grant  is,  and  shall  be,  deemed  and  taken  to  be 
made  upon  this  further  condition,  that  we,  our 
heirs  and  successors,  shall  have,  and  we  accord- 
ingly reserve  unto  us  and  them,  full  power,  at  the 
expiration  of  the  said  Governor  and  Company's 
grant  or  license  of,  or  for  the  exclusive  privilege 
of  trading  with  the  Indians,  to  repurchase  and 
take  of  and  from  the  said  Governor  and  Company 
the  said  Vancouver's  Island  and  premises  hereby 
granted,  in  consideration  of  payment  being  made 
by  us,  our  heirs  or  successors,  to  the  said  Governor 
and  Company,  of  the  sum  or  sums  of  money  there- 
tofore laid  out  and  expended  by  them,  in  and  upon 
the  said  island  and  premises." 

[Mr.  Hume  :  But  we  are  also  to  take  their 
establishments  at  a  valuation.]  No  doubt 
it  was  provided  that  we  wore  to  pay  them 
•*  the  value  of  the  establishments,  pro- 
perty, and  effects,  then  being**  on  the 
island.  Any  Government  would  be  rob- 
bers, if  they  attempted  to  take  the  island 
without  paying  the  value.  So  the  govern- 
ment of  this  colony  was  to  be  carried  on 
with  a  representative  assembly;  a  settle- 
ment must  have  been  made  at  the  end  of 
five  years  to  tho  satisfaction  of  the  Home 
Government;  and  at  the  end  of  eleven 
years  the  Crown  was  to  have  the  right  of 
re-entering  on  possession  of  the  island  upon 
payment  of  the  money  actually  expended. 
One  of  two  things  must  happen :  either  the 
Company  would  have  expended  nothing  at 
all,  in  which  case  there  would  be  nothing 
to  pay,  or  they  would  have  made  perhaps 
valuable  establishments,  and  there  woidd 
then  be  no  reason  to  interfere,  because,  as 
he  ventured  to  say,  the  Company  would  be 
doing  the  work  of  colonisation  much  better 
than  the  Government  could  do  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the 
Bed  River  settlement  as  a  great  reproach 
to  this  country,  and  an  impenetrable  shade, 
he  said,  rested  on  all  their  proceedings. 
The  great  accusation  appeared  to  be,  that 
the  Company  had  not  established  agricul- 


tural settlements.     What  an  extraordinary 
accusation  was  that  in  the  case  of  a  colony 
which  lay  far  to  the  north  of  Quebec,  and 
where  wheat  could  not  be  expected  to 
ripen !  The  Company  had  not,  it  appeared^ 
made  agricultural  settlements  in  the  inao^ 
cessible  regions    bordering   on   Hudson's 
Bay.     Was   that  really  a  charge  which 
should  be  brought  against  them  by  sano 
men  ?  In  the  very  heart  of  North  America 
the  Company  had  planted  a  thriving  set* 
tlement  of  5,000  people,  hundreds  of  miles 
beyond  any  other  English  or  American  set- 
tlement.    He  must  say  that  that  was  a 
marvellous  effort   of  colonisation,   and  it 
never  would  have  been  accomplished  by 
the  spontaneous  energies  of  any  people;  it 
required  the  artificial  action  of  a  company 
like  this  to  ensure  success.     He  thought 
the  great  error  into  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  fallen,  was   that  of  considering  this 
island  a  noble  field  for  colonisation.  Strong 
advocate  as  he  was  for  colonisation,  he  did 
not  wish  to  see  the  settlement  of  a  large 
body  of  Englishmen  in  Vancouver's  Island. 
It  was  the  last  spot  in  Her  Majesty's  do- 
minions to  which  the  stream  of  colonisation 
was  likely  to  be  directed.     This  island  was 
the  very  farthest  from  this  country  of  all 
Her  Majesty's  possessions.     There  was  no 
spot  in  the  world,  except  the  icy  country 
of  which  Russia  had  possession,  which  it 
would  take  so  much  time  or  cost  so  much 
money  to  reach.     A  hundred  years  hence 
Vancouver's  Island  would  form  a  consid- 
erable settlement;  but  the  idea  of  its  being 
an  extensive  field  for  emigration  was  quite 
inconsistent  with  its  position.     What  could 
a  great  colony  do  there  ?    Let  a  ship  be 
freighted  in  imagination  with  persons  who 
had  a  sufficient  capital,  and  who  consisted 
of  the  fittest  classes,  and  let  them  take 
with  them  institutions  which  would  make 
the  colony  a  reflex  of  society  in  the  mother 
country.     The  colonists  would  either  have 
to  go  round  by  Cape  Horn,  or  by  the  way 
of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope;  and  the  ex- 
pense would  be  about  50^. ;  and  the  voyage 
would  last  six  months.     Lord  Grey  had  to 
consider  the  capabilities  of  the  colony,  and 
act  accordingly.     The  Colonial  Office  had 
never  heard  of  any  proposition  for  colonisa- 
tion on  the  part   of  individuals.     It  was 
on  the  part  of  Earl  Grey  only  a  matter  of 
prudence  to  accept  the  condition  with  re- 
spect to  the  settlement  for  eleven  years. 
Was  any  better  offer  heard  of?  His  belief 
was,  that    until    the   Cape,    New   South 
Wales,  and  New  Zealand,  were  compara- 
tively fully  settled,  emigration  would  not 
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tend  towards  Vancouver's  Island.  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  respecting  the  coal  mines  in 
Vancouver's  Island;  and  he  cheered  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  said  they 
could  he  worked  at  such  a  small  expense. 
Was  not  the  Company  competent  to  work 
them  ?  What  was  the  trade  of  the  Pacific  at 
present,  which  they  were  told  they  would 
drive  away  ?  There  was  a  prospect  of  trade 
in  the  Pacific,  hetween  the  harbour  in  Van- 
couver's Island  and  Hong-Kong  and  other 
settlements;  but  were  we  on  this  account 
to  abandon  the  natural  fields  of  colonisa- 
tion so  as  to  force  it  to  this  island?  Were 
they,  because  they  might  have  some  trade 
between  Vancouver's  Island  and  Hong- 
Kong,  to  resort  to  such  an  extraordinary 
course  ?  He  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  a  correct  description 
of  the  climate  of  Vancouver's  Island.  He 
believed  that  colony  possessed  one  of  the 
finest  climates  in  the  world.  He  was 
bound  to  add,  that  in  the  island  there  was 
very  little  land  available  for  cultivation; 
the  quantity  of  timber  also  which  was 
readily  accessible  was  not  large.  He  asked, 
therefore,  whether  it  would  be  wise  at  pre- 
sent to  adopt  a  general  colonisation  to  this 
place  ?  He  did  not  say  that  this  might  not 
DO  done  at  some  future  time;  but  that  must 
be  when  our  possessions  which  occupied  the 
intervening  space  between  the  mother  coun- 
try and  this  island  were  filled.  They  must 
make  up  their  minds  that  Vancouver's 
Island  would  remain  with  comparatively 
few  inhabitants  for  the  next  fifty  years;  and 
when  the  tide  of  population  flowed  over  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  and  when  California  was 
occupied,  then  Vancouver's  Island  might 
be  turned  to  advantage.  When  they  talked 
of  the  colonial  empire  of  England,  and  of 
its  being  made  so  little  available  as  a  field 
for  colonisation,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  wished  he  could  see  the  adoption  of 
some  great  scheme  of  colonisation.  He 
wished  he  could  see  the  resources  of  these 
possessions  turned  to  account.  The  tide 
of  emigration  had  largely  turned  to  the 
British  colonies  in  North  America,  and  he 
did  not  despair  of  seeing  an  extensive 
emigration  to  the  Cape,  which  contained 
one  of  the  finest  climates  in  the  world. 
That  colony  contained  land  capable  of  cul- 
tivation, which  would  require  double  the 
population  of  England  to  occupy  it.  He 
wished,  also,  that  he  could  see  New  Hol- 
land, with  its  vast  sea-coast  and  its  numer- 
ous harbours,  turned  to  account;  he  wished 
to  see  New  Zealand  with  fifty  for  every 


settler  such  as  now  existed  there;  then  it 
might  be  said  to  be  turned  to  account. 
Under  such  circumstances,  how  could  they 
make  Vancouver's  Island  available  ?  It 
would  be  40  or  50,  or  100  years  before 
they  could  expect  to  do  so.  At  the  end, 
however,  of  eleven  years,  Vancouver's  Is- 
land, in  the  words  of  the  charter,  was  to 
be  taken  from  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany— 

*'  On  consideration  of  payments  bein|^  made  by 
us,  our  heirs,  and  successors,  to  the  said  Govern- 
ment and  Company,  of  the  sum  or  sums  of  money 
theretofore  laid  out  and  expended  hy  them  in  and 
upon  the  said  island  and  premises,  and  of  the 
value  of  their  establishments,  property,  and  effects 
then  being  thereon." 

Mr.  HUME  said,  when  all  the  other 
colonies  were  filled,  then  they  might  ex- 
pect to  colonise  Vancouver's  Island.  This 
was  most  unreasonable.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  also  complained  of  the  time  at  which 
the  Motion  had  been  brought  forward;  but 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Lincoln)  had 
given  notice  on  the  subject,  which  was 
placed  on  the  books  five  weeks  ago,  and 
the  Government  alone  had  prevented  him 
from  bringing  it  forward.  Was  it  fair 
then  to  complain  that  the  matter  had  not 
been  brought  forward  at  the  proper  time  ? 
He  was  bound  also  to  state  that  he  had 
intended  six  months  ago  to  have  brought 
forward  the  subject.  Other  matters  turned 
his  attention  from  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Christy)  had 
written  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  and  got  from  him  an  answer  in 
writing,  which  he  felt  boUtid  to  read  to  the 
House.  It  was  dated  Downing-street, 
April  the  11th,  and  stated — 

"  Sir — In  reply  to  your  note  of  the  4th  instant, 
in  which  you  request  to  be  informed  as  to  whether 
the  Government  have  noi  come  to  a  decision  as  to 
the  requisition  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
and  whether  it  was  intended  to  give  Parliament 
an  opportunity  before  any  fresh  proceedings  were 
taken  to  express  its  opinion  on  the  subject,  I  beg 
to  say  that  you  understood  correctly  that  Govern- 
ment had  not  come  to  any  decision  as  to  the  dif- 
ferences existing  between  the  settlers  on  the  Red 
River  and  the  Company ;  and,  also,  before  any 
fr^sh  decision  is  come  to,  Lord  Grey  will  give 
ample  notice  to  the  parties." 

This  had  reference  to  the  settlement  of 
Vancouver's  Island.  [Mr.  Hawes  :  The 
note  had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  co- 
lony.] It  had  reference  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  It  came  to 
the  knowledge  of  some  gentlemen  in  the 
City  that  something  was  about  to  be  done 
in  the  shape  of  a  gi'ant  of  this  island  to 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and  some 
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'suspected  that  the  grant  had  been  already 
signed.  They  came  to  him  and  requested 
him  to  bring  the  matter  before  Parliament. 
He  replied  that  he  was  surprised  to  hear 
them  state  that  such  a  negotiation  had 
been  carried  on,  which  he  could  hardly  be- 
lieve, for  he  was  sure  no  Secretary  of 
State,  after  the  letter  which  he  had  writ- 
ten, would  do  anything  until  the  whole  mat- 
ter was  laid  before  Parliament.  After  this 
promise  of  the  Colonial  Secretary,  it  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^  or  himself,  that  this  mat- 
ter had  been  postponed.  He  complained 
that  in  this  as  well  as  in  other  instances, 
the  Colonial  Minister  had  taken  upon  him- 
self the  exercise  of  powers  before  Parlia- 
ment knew  anything  about  it.  His  hon. 
Friend  who  spoke  last  said  there  was  a 
mistake  as  to  the  character  of  this  island. 
Surely  his  hon.  Friend  must  have  forgotten 
the  document  which  he  held  in  his  hand, 
as  to  the  state  of  that  island.  This  paper 
was  not  drawn  up  by  a  stranger,  but  by  an 
officer  of  the  Hudson *s  Bay  Company.  Mr. 
Douglas,  their  agent  says  : — [The  hon. 
Member  quoted  the  paper  and  a  letter 
from  Sir  G.  Simpson,  describing  the  island 
as  fertile,  and  the  harbour  as  good.]  By 
our  absurd  laws  (he  continued)  we  had 
lost  the  whale  fisheries  in  the  Pacific;  but 
with  these  ports  it  might  still  be  carried 
on  to  a  great  extent.  Sir  G.  Simpson 
says — 

"  Three  American  whaling  ships  entered  the 
Straits  of  Fuca  last  autumn,  for  the  purposes  of 
ohtaining  supplies;  and  I  think  it  likely  an  ad- 
rantageous  branch  of  business  may  be  formed  at 
Victoria,  by  supplying  the  ships  engaged  in  the 
whale  fishery  with  clothing,  marine  stores,  re- 
freshments, dec,  being  much  nearer  the  fishing 
ffrounds  than  either  California  or  the  Sandwich 
Islands,  the  dangerous  bar  of  the  Columbia 
river  interdicting  frequent  intercourse  with  that 
quarter." 

Here,  then,  it  was  clear,  that  they  were 
banding  over  to  this  monopolising  Com- 
pany this  rich  territory,  which  might  be 
made  such  a  valuable  settlement.  It  was 
impossiblo  for  colonisation  to  be  extended 
under  a  company  having  such  powers.  It 
was  notorious  that  British  capitalists  were 
anxious  to  find  fields  for  the  employment 
of  their  capital.  What  ample  scope  ex- 
isted here  ?  He  did  not  look  so  much  to 
the  soil,  as  to  the  extensive  commerce 
which  might  be  carried  on.  He  believed 
the  real  object  of  the  Company  was  to  keep 
out  all  settlers,  as  they  feared  the  exten- 
sion of  colonisation  would  interfere  with  and 
impede  their  fur  trade.     The  right  hon. 


Gentleman  had  made  out  a  complete  case 
against  the  Government;  and  even  now 
the  House  should  interfere  to  prevent  thi^ 
plan  being  carried  out.  It  was  clear  that 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  trade  to  the 
Pacific  might  be  secured  to  this  island,  as 
a  bar  existed  at  the  mouth  of  the  Colum- 
bia, which  materially  impeded  the  naviga- 
tion of  that  river,  and  almost  altogether 
prevented  the  passage  of  large  ships.  Was 
the  House  aware  that  the  voyage  fron^ 
Vancouver's  Island  to  the  coast  of  China 
occupied  only  eighteen  days  ?  Such  were 
the  natural  advantages  of  this  island,  that 
he  was  sure,  if  it  was  left  open  to  settlers, 
many  capitalists  would  go  out  there  and 
take  with  them  a  number  of  emigrants* 
The  coal  fields  of  this  island  extended  over 
sixty  square  miles,  and  coals  could  be  raised 
at  25.  Dd,  the  ton.  It  was  clear  f^om  the 
words  of  Sir  John  Pelly,  in  one  of  his  let- 
ters, that  the  Company  only  accepted  the  pre- 
sent grant  as  a  step  to  a  permanent  grant. 
As  for  the  promises  of  the  Company  to 
carry  out  so  many  settlers  every  year,  he 
did  not  believe  that  anything  of  the  kind 
would  take  place.  They  had  been  told 
that  this  colony  might  have  a  free  govern- 
ment at  last;  but  how  this  could  be  effected 
when  there  was  no  power  of  obtaining 
land,  ho  could  not  see.  If  the  charge  had 
been  still  at  lOs.  an  acre,  he  shoidd  not 
object;  but  under  this  charter  they  could 
not  compel  the  Company  to  sell  an  acre  of 
land  in  the  island  for  50L  an  acre,  or  even 
at  150^.  He  should  certainly  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  question  by  pro- 
posing the  following  resolution  : — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  She  will  be  pleased  not  to  grant,  as  is 
proposed,  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Vancou- 
ver's Island,  until  full  inquiry  shall  be  instituted 
into  the  complaints  against  that  Company  from 
the  Settlers  at  the  Red  River,  and  also  until  the 
capabilities  and  peculiar  situation  of  the  Island 
shall  be  fully  ascertained ;" — 
unless  the  Government  promised  to  give 
an  assurance  to  stop  all  proceedings  until 
they  had  received  the  report  from  the  Earl 
of  Elgin,  as  to  the  treatment  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  colony. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. He  believed  that  it  would  be  most 
unwise  to  confer  the  proposed  extensive 
powers  on  a  fur-ti*ading  Company,  whose 
object  was  manifestly  not  the  promotion  of 
colonisation,  but  the  furtherance  of  their 
own  interests.  California  had  lately  been 
ceded  to  the  United  States  ;  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  a  matter  of  the  highest  na- 
tional importance  that  we  should  establish 
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ft  flourishing  colony  on  the  western  coast 
of  America,  in  order  to  halance  the  in- 
creased maritime  strength  of  those  States. 

Mr.  WYLD  complained  that  in  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen (Mr.  Hawes  and  Mr.  Buller)  who 
had  defended  this  grant,  they  had  heen 
contented  to  argue  this  question  not  on  its 
own  intrinsic  merits,  hut  on  the  principle 
of  depreciating  Vancouver's  Island.  They 
ought  not  to  deal  with  this  n^atter  simply 
as  a  grant  to  a  certain  company,  hut  as 
one  which  yitally  concerned  the  safety  of 
our  vast  colonies.  Vancouver's  Island  was 
a  central  position  in  the  Pacific  Ocean.  It 
was  calculated  to  form  a  grand  and  impor- 
tant emporium.  It  must  one  day  hecome 
the  mistress  of  those  seas.  It  possessed 
harbours  which  no  other  portion  of  the 
coast  possessed.  In  the  time  of  Mr.  Pitt 
it  was  considered  to  he  of  vast  importance 
— it  must  command  the  whole  of  the  trade 
'With  China.  The  question  had  not  been 
discussed  in  an  agricultural  point  of  view. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
seemed  to  think  that  in  that  respect  the 
island  was  utterly  worthless.  [Mr.  Buller: 
No,  no  !]  Both  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
had  spoken  very  disparagingly  of  it.  [Mr. 
Ha  WEB  :  No.  no  !  ]  The  truth  was  that, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  said,  it 
possessed  great  agricultural  resources;  but 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  had  withheld 
all  information  respecting  it  .But  this  coun- 
try must  look  upon  it  as  the  great  com- 
mercial entrepSt  which  would  combine  with 
its  facilities  of  trading  with  China  the 
place  of  exchange  of  productions  of  all  the 
colonies  in  the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  thus 
form  a  counterbalance  to  the  power  of  the 
North  American  nations,  who  had  mani- 
fested great  anxiety  to  obtain  a  footing 
upon  the  shores  of  this  island.  With  re- 
spect to  shipping,  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany were  perfectly  stationary,  and  the 
result  was,  that  the  English  had  to  be 
Bupplied  with  goods  surreptitiously  by  the 
Americans  across  the  frontier.  With  re- 
ference to  the  objection  to  the  time  of  the 
Session  at  which  this  subject  had  been 
brought  forward,  he  begged  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind  that  the  subject  was  of  such 
vast  importance  to  this  country  and  to  our 
colonies  that  it  was  impossible  to  postpone 
it  any  longer. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  This  question  ap- 
pears to  me  to  have  been  brought  forward 
in  rather  a  singular  manner.  The  notice 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  given  is  to  call 


the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  proposed 
grant  of  Vancouver's  Island  to  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company.  It  is  always  under- 
stood that  the  object  of  that  notice  is  to 
state  the  circumstances, ,  and  not  to  pro- 
pose any  specific  Motion  on  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  took  that  course, 
as  he  had  given  notice.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  followed,  and  though  he  en- 
tered at  great  length  and  with  great 
ability  into  the  merits  of  the  question,  he 
did  not  think  fit  to  bring  forward  or  sup- 
port any  specific  Motion  on  the  subject. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Montrose  rises  and  proposes  that  the 
House  shall  agree  to  an  address  to  the 
Crown  that  no  grant  shall  be  made  till 
full  inquiry  has  taken  place  into  the 
charges  which  have  been  brought  against 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  I  believe 
the  consequence  of  postponing  to  the  year 
after  the  next  any  proceeding  on  this  sub- 
ject, as  between  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com* 
pany  and  the  mother  country,  would  be, 
that  the  Americans  would  settle  Vancou- 
ver's Island,  and  that  you  would  find  them 
established  there.  That,  I  believe,  would 
be  the  sole  and  entire  effect  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  success.  I  admit  that  it 
would  be  very  desirable  if,  as  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  seem  to  suppose,  there  should 
be  a  company  who  would  undertake  the  co- 
lonising of  Vancouver's  Island  immediately, 
if  they  had  means  to  do  it.  But,  as  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hawes)  has  stated,  though 
several  propositions  have  been  made  by 
parties  expressing  readiness  to  colonise  it, 
the  only  one  affording  any  prospect  of 
colonisation  is  that  which  has  been  made 
by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  made 
two  objections  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany having  any  privilege  at  this  time; 
one,  that  it  is  a  monopolising  company, 
and  the  other  that  it  is  a  despotic  govern- 
ment. I  do  not  think  there  is  much  In 
these  objections;  because,  though  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  them  with  great 
ability,  and  dilated  on  them  with  great 
force  and  eloquence,  they  seem  to  me  to 
have  no  relation  to  the  subject.  The  ex- 
clusive privileges  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany are  already  granted,  and  you  cannot 
take  them  away  without  a  breach  of  every 
principle  which  is  held  sacred  or  binding. 
Those  exclusive  privileges  have  been 
granted  until  the  expiration  of  the  year 
1849.  They  hold  their  lands  by  a  grant 
of  the  Crown,  dated  the  13th  of  May, 
1838,  which  confirms  their  poBsesBion  for 
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twenty-one  years  from  that  date.  I  con- 
ceive that  is  a  grant  which  cannot  be  taken 
from  them.  It  is  not  proposed  now  to 
give  them  any  exclusive  powers.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  complains  of  the  despotic  au- 
thority of  the  Company.  The  present  pro- 
posal is  to  make  a  government  on  the 
basis  of  a  free  constitution.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  can  hardly  he  dissatisfied  with 
a  constitution  which  proposes  that  every 
inhabitant  shall  have  a  vote  for  a  repre- 
sentative assembly,  and  that  that  repre- 
sentative assembly,  with  a  governor  and 
council,  shall  govern  the  colony.  There  is 
nothing  to  prevent  the  sale  of  land  by  the 
Company.  There  are  no  insurances  or  im- 
pediments such  as  have  been  alluded  to; 
and,  after  all,  it  appears  that  the  proposal 
is  not  to  grant  the  Company  any  exclusive 
right,  or  to  confer  upon  them  any  despotic 
authority.  The  argument  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  might  be  very  good  for  show- 
ing that  in  future  the  powers  of  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  should  be  disallowed, 
in  the  same  method  that  you  might  make 
an  argument  against  the  East  India  Com- 
pany, by  showing  that  they  were  a  des- 
potic and  monopolising  body,  to  whom 
further  encouragement  should  not  be 
given.  But  this  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  immediate  question.  The  question  is 
whether  the  Crown,  seeing  no  prospect  of 
colonisation,  is  acting  wisely  in  proposing 
to  grant  the  possession  of  the  lands  for  a 
limited  period  to  a  Company  desirous  of 
carrying  out  the  experiment  of  colonisa- 
tion, remembering  that  it  would  be  preju- 
dicial to  this  country  if  it  were  to  lose  the 
possession  of  this  island.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  showed  clearly  that  that 
would  be  the  case — no  answer  has  been 
made,  no  answer  can  be  made,  to  that  pro- 
position. I  do  not  say,  however,  that  this 
House  might,  by  an  adverse  vote,  stop 
colonisation  altogether,  and  enable  the 
Americans  to  become  possessors  of  the 
island.  I  own,  for  my  part,  I  estimate 
the  authority  of  Lord  Elgin  upon  this  point 
more  than  I  do  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Lord  Elgin  stated  that  he  has  not 
made  specific  inquiries,  but  that  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  say  that  the  result  of  the 
inquiries  which  he  had  made  were  highly 
favourable  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
and  left  upon  his  mind  the  impression  that 
their  authority  was  exercised  in  a  manner 
which,  on  the  whole,  was  advantageous  to 
England. 

Mr.   GOULBURN  said,  the  objection 
which  they  made  to  the  grant  waB  this  — 


that  it  had  been  improvidently  made,  be^^ 
cause  the  Company  had  not  the  capacity, 
nor  were  they  in  a  condition,  to  form  a 
colony ;  and  how  could  they  prove  that  objec- 
tion was  rightly  made,  unless  they  showed 
from  the  condition  of  the  Company  that  they 
were  incapacitated?  and  from  their  conduct 
over  a  vast  extent  of  territory,  it  was  im- 
possible to  infer  a  beneficial  result  from 
their  rule.  The  noble  Lord,  in  vindication 
of  this  grant,  told  the  House  that  if  thej 
did  not  immediately  take  possession  of  the 
country,  the  Americans,  knowing  the  value 
of  Vancouver's  Island,  would  seize  the  op- 
portunity of  possessing  it  for  themselves. 
But  if  the  island  was  so  valuable  to  the 
Americans,  surely  it  was  valuable  to  us; 
and  it  became  the  Government  to  see  that 
they  placed  it  upon  such  a  footing  as  would 
render  it  more  valuable.  He,  for  his  part, 
had  no  fear  that  by  a  temporary  suspen- 
sion of  operations,  which,  if  carried  on, 
would  cripple  the  colony  for  ever,  any  dis- 
advantage could  accrue;  he  had  no  fear 
that  America  would  occupy  the  colony: 
especially  when  he  remembered  that  there 
was  a  fine  harbour  in  the  island  capable  of 
holding  their  fleet,  and  when  he  reflected 
that  Great  Britain  maintained  a  squadron 
in  the  Pacific  capable  of  protecting  her 
possessions.  He  believed  that  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  had  a  small  settlement 
in  the  island  which  would  enable  them  to 
retain  possession,  in  the  name  of  the  Queen 
of  England,  and  in  defiance  of  all  the  force 
of  the  American  States.  Lord  Glenelg 
saw  the  great  disadvantages  which  would 
accrue  to  this  country  if  the  whole  of  the 
territory  was  to  be  submitted  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  so  far 
as  regarded  the  exclusive  privileges  of  trade. 
He  made  a  stipulation  in  the  grant,  that 
when  any  colony  was  founded  within  those 
limits  by  the  British  Government,  from 
that  moment  the  exclusive  privileges  should 
be  abolished;  so  that  if  the  Government 
established  to-morrow  any  colony  within 
those  limits,  the  privileges  of  the  Company 
were  at  an  end,  so  far  as  that  colony  was 
concerned.  Now,  by  the  grant  of  the 
whole  of  the  territory,  which  you  are  about 
to  make,  you  abrogate  that  cautious  provi- 
sion whicn  Lord  Glenelg  made  in  1838. 
But,  say  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Mem* 
bcr  for  Liskeard,  we  are  going  to  give  them 
a  perfectly  free  constitution.  What  are 
the  terms  by  which  it  is  suggested  to  carry 
out  this  plan  ?  You  give  the  whole  of  the 
land  in  Vancouver  to  the  Company.  You 
have  a  representative  assembly — you  estab- 
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lish  a  governor  and  council — ^you  promise 
free  institutions  and  universal  suffrage — 
[Mr.  BuLLER :  I  said  that  the  inhahi- 
tants  should  have  a  vote.]  He  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  on  the 
point  of  assuring  him  that  they  should  have 
vote  hy  hallot;  and  if  ever  there  was  a 
case  when  men  were  to  exercise  that  privi- 
lege it  would  be  in  this,  where  it  would 
be  under  the  inspection  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company.  The  grant  vests  the  whole 
territory  in  the  disposal  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company.  They  have  the  disposal  of 
land  to  all  settlers.  The  House  had  heard 
that  night  what  were  the  terms  on  which 
they  disposed  of  land  which  was  their  pro- 
perty. The  land  would  be  forfeited  in- 
stantly, if  the  purchaser  did  not  obey  all 
the  rules  and  ordinances  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company — if  he  did  not  perform  all 
those  duties  for  the  regulation  of  the  peace 
which  they  desired — and,  above  all,  if  he 
did  not  pay  such  taxes  as  might  be  im- 
posed by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
Would  any  man  tell  him  that  men  holding 
their  lands  upon  such  a  tenure  as  that 
were  able  to  form  a  free  Parliament,  or  to 
exercise  an  unbiassed  judgment  as  to  what 
was  best  for  the  interests  of  the  colony? 
And  this  was  what  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  told  the  House  was  a  free 
constitution !  He  thought  that  he  had 
sufficiently  shown  to  the  House  that  what- 
ever the  other  advantages  of  the  measure 
might  be,  the  colonists  would  not  be  likely 
to  derive  any  advantage  from  the  freedom 
of  institutions  about  to  be  conferred  upon 
them.  He  now  came  to  the  last  point,  in 
which  they  were  told  that  a  remedy  had 
been  provided  by  which  they  were  posi- 
tively to  secure  the  settlement  in  Vancou- 
ver's Island.  At  the  end  of  eleven  years 
the  people  of  England  were  to  have  the 
satisfaction  of  paying  a  long  bill  to  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  for  all  the  ex- 
penses incurred  during  previous  years,  and 
that  price  should  be  paid,  unless  they  were 
prepared  to  sacrifice  the  possession  of  the 
colony.  He  thought  that  he  had  said  enough 
to  show  this  was  an  improvident  arrange- 
ment which  had  been  entered  into;  and 
that  the  Government  had  not  pursued  that 
course  which  would  most  promote  the  pros- 
perity of  that  particular  portion  of  the  em- 
pire. He  was  anxious  that  this  valuable 
island  should  not  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
those  who,  without  imputing  evil  disposi- 
tions, had  not  the  capacity  to  form  a  set- 
tlement which  would  be  advantageous  to 
the  country.     The  period  was  not  very  far 


distant  when  the  knowledge  of  the  advan- 
tage conferred  on  this  island  would  induce 
settlers  to  proceed  thither.  Upon  the 
grounds  which  he  had  stated,  he  did  hope 
that  the  Government  would  give  the  sub-  * 
ject  a  consideration. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  )vords  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  question  : — Ayes  76;  Noes  58; 
Majority  18. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdy,T.  N. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Bemal,  R. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Clay,  J. 

Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Viact. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Foley,  J.  II.  H. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J,  W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Hobhouse,  rt.hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 

List  of 
Adair,  H.  E. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anstey,  T.  C. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brown.  W. 
CabbeU,  B.  B. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Christy,  S. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Drummond,  II. 
Duncan,  G. 
Ewart,  W. 


Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 
McGregor,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
Ogle.  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Perfect,  R. 
Power,  Dr. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reynoldis,  J. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shelbume.  Earl  of 
Sheridan.  R.  B. 
Somerville.rt.  hn.  SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Talfourd.  Serjt. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TBLLBRS. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 

the  Noes. 

Fox.  W.  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Greene,  J. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keogh,  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Lushington,  C. 
Martin,  J. 
Miles,  W. 
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MUner,  W.  M.  £.  Tenison,  E.  K. 

Jkloore,  G.  H.  Thompson,  Col. 

Napier,  J.  Thompson,  G. 

O'Brien,  Sir  L.  Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 

O'Brien,  T.  Urquhart,  D. 

Osborne,  R.  Verner,  Sir  W. 

Pearson,  C.  Vivian,  J.  E. 

Repton,  G.  W.  J.  Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

Salwey,  Col.  Wodehouse,  E. 

Scholefleld,  W.  Wood,  W.  P. 

Scott,  hon.  F.  Wyld,  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col.  tsllebs. 

Stuart,  Lord  D.  Hume,  J. 

Sturt,  H.  G.  Howard,  P. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  question  that  2,006^.  he  granted 
for  the  salaries  of  certain  professors  in  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 

Mr.  OSBORNE  said,  he  should  divide 
the  Committee  on  this  vote.  It  might  he 
very  well  to  provide  education  for  the  poor, 
but  it  was  doubtful  policy  to  pay  for  the 
education  of  the  rich. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  a  much  larger 
sum  was  given  to  the  University  of  St. 
Andrew's.  This  House  gave  9531.  to  Ox- 
ford, and  1 ,053^.  to  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge; and  they  tpok  away,  in  the  shape 
of  stamps  and  degrees,  a  sum  twice  as 
large  as  the  pittance  which  they  doled  out. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  he 
should  he  very  sorry  if  the  Committee 
were  to  reduce  the  vote  for  professors;  at 
the  same  time  he  thought  it  was  a  matter 
for  consideration  and  inquiry  whether,  in 
future,  they  should  not  endeavour  to  make 
some  condition  by  which  these  professor- 
ships might  be  made  useful.  There  was 
another  subject  upon  which  he  would  take 
the  liberty  of  saying  a  few  words,  namely, 
as  to  the  admission  of  Dissenters  to  our 
Universities.  He  thought  that  the  statutes 
of  the  Universities,  and  the  constitution  of 
the  Universities,  as  they  at  present  stood, 
did  prevent  Dissenters  from  being  inmates 
of  tne  colleges  in  one  instance,  and  in  the 
other  instance  taking  degrees;  but  it  was 
well  known  that  at  Cambridge  both  Roman 
Catholics  and  Protestant  Dissenters  had 
been  educated,  and  had  continued  their 
education  at  the  University  until  they  came 
to  the  point  of  receiving  their  degrees.  It 
had  been  suggested  by  some  persons  hold- 
ing office  in  the  University  of  London, 
whether  certificates  which  were  given  by 
other  colleges  should  not  be  given  by  the 
University  of  Cambridge  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics and  Protestant  Dissenters,  to  enable 
them  to  take  a  degree  at  the  University  of 
London,  certifying  that  they  had  obtained 
an  efficiency  entitling  them  to  receive  the 
degree.     Some  arrangement  of  that  sort 


Vancouver's  Island. 


306 


might  do  away  with  the  objection  to  alter- 
ing the  constitution  of  the  Universities.  It 
did  not  require  any  essential  alteration  in 
the  constitution  of  the  Universities  to 
adopt  this  system,  and  he  hoped,  in  the 
course  of  next  year  to  state  that  the  alter- 
ation had  been  made. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  this  vote 
certainly  stood  on  a  different  footing  from 
the  gratuitous  vote  originally  taken  out  of 
the  finances  of  the  country.  It  was  con- 
nected with  the  patronage  of  the  Crown, 
and  the  just  influence  the  Crown  ought  to 
have  with  the  Universities.  As  a  matter 
of  money,  no  great  value  was  to  be  attach- 
ed to  a  vote  like  this — the  tax  on  degrees 
greatly  outweighed  this  vote.  If  it  were 
unworthy  of  wealthy  institutions,  like  the 
Universities,  to  receive  this  900^.  a  year, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  tax  on  degrees 
was  one  which  the  Exchequer  ought  to 
have.  It  was  insignificant  in  its  amount, 
and  ungenerous  in  its  character,  and  the 
sooner  it  was  got  rid  of  the  better.  He 
cordially  concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
thinking  that,  as  they  were  stewards  of 
this  vote,  they  were  perfectly  entitled  to 
see  that  the  duties  were  adequately  per- 
formed. As  to  what  the  noble  Lord  had 
said  as  to  the  arrangement  between  Cam- 
bridge and  London,  he  could  not  help 
thanking  the  noble  Lord  for  that  proposi- 
tion in  this  sense,  that  it  showed  a  real 
and  practical  view  of  the  question,  and  a 
real  desire  to  consult  the  various  interests 
that  were  concerned.  Ho  assured  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  there  were  many  men  in 
the  University  of  Oxford,  holding  high  office 
there,  who  had  given  their  attention  to 
the  means  of  greatly  extending  the  recep- 
tion of  the  less  wealthy  class  into  the  Uni- 
versity. He  trusted  that  no  long  time 
would  elapse  before  they  would  be  able  to 
realise  their  intentions. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  he  was  un. 
willing  to  let  the  debate  pass  over  without 
stating  that  he  apprehended  the  Dissenters 
would  not  accept  the  proposal,  that  after 
keeping  their  terms  at  Cambridge  they 
should  be  allowed  to  take  their  degrees  at 
the  London  University.  He  knew  no  rea- 
son why  they  should  consent  to  being  thus 
rejected  as  unworthy.  The  only  ground 
urged  for  excluding  Dissenters  was,  that 
there  would  be  difficulties  in  their  attend- 
ing in  the  college  chapels.  The  way  to 
obviate  these  would  be  for  the  Dissenters 
to  have  a  college  in  the  University  with  a 
chapel  of  their  own.  If  there  were  still 
difficulties  on  the  subject  of  their  admbsion 
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to  the  academic  8enate>  on  the  ground  that 
religious  subjects  might  he  debated  there, 
it  would  be  for  the  Dissenters  to  consider 
whether  they  would  stand  upon  the  point. 
The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  96; 
Noes  20  :  Majority  76. 
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List  of  the  Noes. 


AnddnoOi  A. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
3owring,  Dr. 
Fortesoue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Qreene,  J. 
K«r8ha?r,  J. 
Locke,  J. 
Lushington,  0. 
Martin,  J. 
O'Brien.  T.' 
Pearson,  0. 


Peto,  S.  M. 
Power,  Dr. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Soholefield,  W. 
'Thompson,  Col, 
Thompson,  G. 
TyreU,  Sir  J.  T. 

TKLLEBS. 

Osborne,  B. 
WiUlams,  J. 


House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit  again. 

CORRTJPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL. 

On  the  question  that  the  Bill  he  read  a 
Third  Time, 

Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE,  after  a  few  re- 
marks, moved  that  it  be  read  a  third  time 
that  day  three  months. 

A  short  debate  ensued,  and  the  House 
divided  on  the  question  that  the  word 
•*  now  "  stand  part  of  the  Question  : — 
Ayes  80;  Noes  13  :  Majority  67. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bentinok,  Lord  G. 
CabbeU,  B.  B. 
Christy,  S. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 


Napier,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
TyreU,  Sir  J.  T. 
Urquhart,  D. 

TELLERS. 

Sibthorp,  Col. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 


Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 
House    adjourned    at    half- past    Two 
o^clock. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  August  21,  1848. 

MiNUTKS.]  Public  Bills.— 1'  MetropoliUn  CommiisioDo 
enofSeweni  Labouring  Poor  (IreUnd)  t  Corrupt  Pnie* 
ticM  at  Elections. 

S*  London  (City)  SnuOl  DebU;  Out  Pensiooen;  Stock  in 
Trade  Exemption. 

ReporUtL—Fumenf  Estate  Society  (Ireland)  i  Tithe  Rent 
Charge,  6tc  (Na  S)  (Ireland) ;  Steam  Navigatioa ;  Turn- 
pike Acts  Continuance;^  Assessionable  Manors  Commis- 
sioners (Duchies  of  Cornwall  and  Lancaster);  Militia 
Pay;  Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools. 

S*  and  passed :— Registers  of  Sasines  (ScoUand) ;  Court  of 
Justidary  (ScoUand) :  Money  Order  Department  (Post 
Office) ;  Insolvent  Debtors  Court 
FsTrrroHs  Prksbittbd.  From  the  Trustees,  Crediton» 
and  others,  interested  in  the  St.  Leonard's,  Seddlesoomb, 
and  several  other  Turnpike  Trusts,  complaining  of  the 
State^of  Turnpike  TnisU  throughout  England  and  Wales. 


— From  the  Couotlei  of  Cork  and  Waterlbtd,  against  the 
Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill.— From  Charles  Miller,  M.A., 
Clerk,  praying  for  Inquiry  into  the  Nature  of  the  Re- 
venues of  the  Christian  Church. — From  the  Waterford 
Sanitary  Association,  for  the  Adoption  of  Measures  to 
provide  for  the  Preventi(ni  of  the  Indian  Cholera  in 
Ireland.— From  Clergymen  of  the  Churdi  of  England* 
against  the  Charity  Trust  RegulaUon  BilL— From  the 
Parish  of  Frome  Selwood,  in  the  County  of  Socneaef; 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act. 

THE  IRISH  REBELS. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  inquired  whether 
the  report  was  or  was  not  well  founded,  that 
there  had  heen  presented  a  petition,  or  me- 
morial to  the  Crown,  signed  by  many  of  the 
Prelates  and  Clergymen  of  the  Irish  Oa^ 
tholic  Church,  praying  for  the  extenuon 
of  mercy  to  those  misguided  men  who  had 
been  led  away  from  the  line  of  their  doty 
to  commit — some  of  them  high  treason  by 
waging  war  against  the  Queen,  and  others 
felonious  offences,  by  recommending  means 
for  the  destruction  of  the  troops,  by  pour- 
ing on  them  yitriol  and  other  deleterious 
compounds,  with  the  ultimate  *view  of  get- 
ting up  a  massacre  and  involving  the  coun* 
try  in  a  civil  war? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  re- 
plied, that  he  had  no  official  knowledge  of 
the  existence  or  the  presentation  of  any 
such  document. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  moved 
the  First  Reading  of  the  Corrupt  Practices 
at  Elections  Bill.  It  was  his  intention  to 
move  the  second  reading  upon  Thursday 
next. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  protested  against 
the  hun*ying  a  Bill  of  such  an  important 
character  as  this  at  such  a  late  period  of 
the  Session.  The  Bill  had  only  been  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  that  evening. 
It  attacked  a  great  number  of  boroughs, 
and  that  upon  grounds  very  indefinite.  It 
was  hardly  possible  to  estimate  the  import- 
ance of  the  measure;  and  he  did  hope  that 
Government  would  yield  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Opposition,  and  postpone  it  until  fur- 
ther time  was  given  for  its  consideration. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  felt  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary,  for  the  honour  of  Par- 
liament, as  well  as  for  the  morality  of  the 
country,  that  a  stop  should  be  put  to  the 
practices  which  commonly  prevailed  i^ 
over  it  at  elections,  and  never  to  such  an 
extent  as  they  had  at  the  last. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  did  not 
consider  that  there  was  any  ground  for 
postponing  the  measure.     It  was  his  in- 
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"iention  to  tnoTe  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  upon  Thursday  next. 

Earl  GREY  considered  that  thej  should 
read  the  Bill  a  first  time  hefore  thej  could 
say  what  they  would  be  disposed  to  do  with 
it.  It  would  certainly  he  more  convenient 
to  postpone  a  measure  of  such  importance 
to  a  future  Session  if  the  adoption  of  such 
a  course  would  not  lead  to  its  total  loss. 
Such  a  measure,  no  matter  when  intro- 
duced to  the  other  House,  could  never 
teach  their  Lordships  at  a  much  earlier 
period  of  a  Session. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE  thought 
it  was  extremely  hard  that  they  should  be 
called  to  pass  measures  hearing  upon  the 
constitution  of  the  country  at  such  a  late 
period  of  the  Session,  and  in  so  thin  a 
House.  The  object  of  Parliament  was  to 
legislate  for  the  people  in  an  efficient  man- 
ner. This  could  not  be  attained  if  Bills 
were  thus  hurried,  and  if  due  time  was  re- 
fused for  their  consideration. 

Lord  REDESDALE  moved,  that  the 
Standing  Order  of  the  House,  No.  24,  be 
read.  It  was  impossible  that  any  Bill 
could  be  discussed  at  that  period  of  the 
Session  with  due  consideration.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  proposed  to  read  it  a  second 
time  on  Thursday  next.  The  Bill  had  only 
been  laid  upon  the  table  that  day;  it  could 
not  be  with  their  Lordships  before  Tuesday, 
and  that  would  only  leave  a  day  for  consi- 
deration. It  was  indecent  to  hurry  a  Bill 
of  such  importance.  He  did  trust  that  the 
Government  would  yield  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Opposition  upon  this  single  occasion. 
Some  deference  ought  to  be  shown  to 
those  wishes,  for  Government  could  not 
complain  that  they  had  received  from  the 
Opposition  any  which  could  in  the  slightest 
degree  be  deemed  factious.  He  would 
move  the  further  consideration  of  the  Bill 
upon  that  day  three  months. 

The  Order  having  been  read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
order  referred  to  a  Bill  passed  in  the  year 
1668,  and  set  forth  that  the  passing  of 
that  Bill  should  not  be  deemed  a  precedent 
in  future  for  passing  measures  at  late  pe- 
riods in  a  Session.  The  instance  referred 
to  occurred  in  the  year  1668,  and  this  was 
the  year  1848.  He  could  not  see  any 
similarity  between  the  two  cases. 

Lord  REDESDALE  considered  that 
there  was  a  similarity.  He  again  urged 
upon  the  noble  Lord  the  policy  of  yielding 
•  to  the  wishes  of  the  Opposition. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the  legis- 
lation  of  this  country  was  conducted  through 


the  medium  of  the  King,  Lords,  and  Com- 
mons. He  held  that  the  Crown  could  not 
disfranchise  a  borough;  the  Lords  could 
not  disfranchise  a  borough,  neither  could 
the  Commons  disfranchise  a  borough.  No 
one  branch  of  the  Legislature  could  dis- 
franchise a  borough,  or  any  place  entitled 
to  send  a  representative  to  Parliament,  of 
its  own  authority.  By  the  law  of  the  land 
the  Commons  could  not  suspend  the  right 
of  any  borough  to  send  its  representatives 
to  Parliament.  They  had  their  right  to 
be  represented,  and,  above  all,  they  had 
that  right  when  a  Bill  was  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  disfranchising  them.  The 
House  of  Commons  had  taken  upon  itself 
to  dispute  and  set  aside  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  they  had  suspended  the  writs  for  elec- 
tion in  several  boroughs  merely  because 
they  were  charged  with  some  offence.  A 
certain  borough  had  been  thus  suspended 
of  its  rights  for  two  whole  years.  He  de- 
sired that  the  boroughs  should  be  repre- 
sented during  the  inquiry  about  to  take 
f)lace.  He  did  trust  that  the  law  of  the 
and,  which  had  been  interfered  with, 
would  be  once  more  restored. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON:    The 

Suestion  before  the  House  is,  whether  this 
iill  be  read  a  first  time.  Let  it  be  so 
read.  As  well  as  he  was  informed,  and  he 
had  no  better  information  than  what  the 
newspapers  afforded,  it  was  proposed  by 
this  Bill  to  form  a  ne#  jurisdiction  for  the 
trial  of  these  cases.  And  if  the  Bill  pass, 
their  Lordships  would  be  deprived  oi  the 
right  of  inquiry  into  those  cases*  Their 
Lordships  will  have  to  decide  upon  them 
without  previous  inquiry  at  their  bar. 
That  might  be  an  object  which  it  was  very 
desirable  to  attain.  He  apprehended,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  a  measure  of  such  import- 
ance that  it  ought  not  to  be  brought  under 
the  attention  of  the  House  without  due  and 
full  consideration;  and  he  considered  full 
time  ought  to  be  given  to  their  Lordships 
and  to  the  country  at  large  to  understand 
what  they  were  going  to  do. 

Earl  GREY :  The  House  always  read 
a  Bill  a  first  time  before  they  say  what 
they  should  do.  He  would  not  have  risen 
were  it  not  to  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord 
whether  it  were  not  an  incorrect  practice 
to  suspend  inquiries  of  this  kind.  The 
noble  Lord  himself  voted  for  the  suspension 
of  the  writ  for  East  Retford. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  In  all  these  cases 
it  had  become  the  common  practice  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  suspend  the  writ;  it 
is  done  upon  the  slightest  charge.     This 
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was  not  proper.     The  case  of  East  Retford 
was  very  peculiar  in  its  nature. 

Bill  read  1«. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  Auguit  21.  1848. 

lliiruTBa.]    Public  Bill8.~1<>  Banknipti'  Relene;  Poor 
Removal  (England  and  Scotland) ;  Battenea  Park.  dec. 
SoMiUtenk  Prison;  Steve  Trade  (Equator);  Steve  Trade 
(Muscat). 
iB^wrtai^— Commons  Indosure  Act  Amendment ;  Sheep. 
&c,   Contagious   Disorders    Prevention;    Transfer  of 
Landed  Property  (Ireland). 
S^  and  passed:— Labouring  Poor  (Ireland):  Controverted 
Elections. 

PBTiTioira  PRISBNTKD.  By  Mr.  Peto,  from  the  City  of 
Norwich,  for  an  Extension  of  the  Elective  Frandiise. — 
By  Mr.  Disraeli.  Arom  Landowners,  and  Others,  of  the 
Parish  of  Lewknor  Uphill,  in  the  County  of  Oxford.  re> 
speeting  the  Proposed  Demolition  of  Ackhampstead 
Chapel.— By  Mr.  Peto.  fh>m  Members  of  the  Congrega- 
tlon.of  Wesleyan  Methodists  of  the  Town  of  Banbury. 
Oxfordshire,  and  fhnn  several  other  Places,  in  favour  of 
a  Better  Observance  of  the  Lord's  Day.— By  Mr.  George 
Thompson,  flrom  Rungo  Bapojee.  the  Agent  of  His  High- 

.  ness  Shahoo  MaharaJ  (the  Adopted  Son  of  the  deceased 
Rijah  of  Sattara),  seektaig  Redress  tot  his  Master's  Griev- 
ances.—From  Bankers,  Merdiants.  and  Others,  of  the 
Norwidi  Chamber  of  Conuneroe.  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Act — By  Mr.  Napier,  firom  several 
Places  in  Ireland,  for  Encouragement  to  Sdiools  in  Con- 
nexion with  the  Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— 
By  Mr.  Peto.  firom  the  Ministers  of  the  British  Associa- 
tion of  Baptist  Churches,  in  favour  of  a  Recognition  of 
the  Principle  of  Equal  Justice. — By  Mr.  Headlam.  from 
the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Teesdale  Union,  in  the 
Counties  of  York  and  Durham,  for  an  Altoation  of  the 
I^w  req>ecting  Mendicants. — By  Mr.  Macklnnon,  from 
the  Bethnal  Green  Sanitary  Association,  for  an  Alteration 
of  the  Nuisances  and  Contagious  Diseases  Bill. — By  Mr. 
George  Hamilton,  frrom  the  Dublin  and  Drogheda  Rail- 
way Company. for  Licensing  Omnibus  Carriages  (Dublin). 
— By  Mr.  Parker,  from  Officers  employed  in  the  Eccles- 
fleld  Bierk>w  Union,  in  the  Counties  of  York  and  Derby, 
for  a  Superannuation  Fund  tat  Pom  Law  Officers. — By 
Mr.  Cobdcn.  from  Members  of  the  Bramley  District  of  the 
Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  against  the  Provident 
Associations  Fraud  Prevention  Bill.  — By  Mr.  Price, 
from  the  Inhabitants  of  Hereford,  to  take  the  State  of 
Turnpike  Trusts  into  Consideration. 

SUPPLY^LABUAN. 

On  the  question  that  a  sum  of  9,827^. 
be  granted  for  maintaining  the  Govern- 
ment of  Labuan  for  the  year  ending  the 
31st  of  March,  1849, 

Mr.  HUME  thought  it  too  much  to 
begin,  at  such  a  place  as  this,  with  such 
salaries  as  "  Governor  or  Commander-in- 
Chief,  2,0002.;  Lieutenant-Governor  and 
Magistrate,  1,3752.;''  to  say  nothing  of 
"  Master- Attendant  and  Postmaster,  5001, ; 
Surveyor,  5002."  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  vote  be  reduced  to  3,0002. 

Mr.  ha  WES  observed  that  this  was  a 
new  estimate,  but  Labuan  was  a  position 
very  important  in  reference  to  our  trade  in 
that  quarter;  the  merchants  in  all  parts  of 
the  country  had  urged  the  Government  to 


take  possession  of  a  station  there.  Ex" 
pense  was  necessarily  incurred  at  starting* 
but  he  believed  that  Labuan  would  become 
a  second  Singapore,  and  this  estimate 
Would  be  reduced  as  revenue  accrued.  Nq 
one  was  so  fit  for  governor  as  the  gentle- 
man who  had  been  appointed. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  considered  the  vote  ex- 
travagant; it  was  pretended  to  be  only 
*'  to  begin  with,"  but,  once  voted,  it  would 
never  get  less.  Next  year  there  would 
most  likely  be  a  bishop;  a  colony  never 
started  with  a  governor  and  commander- 
in-chief  without  ending  with  a  bishop. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  hoped  there  might 
be  a  bishop  there  some  day;  nothing  waa 
so  likely  to  keep  a  colony  in  order  and  in 
due  subjection  to  the  mother  country  as  an 
ecclesiastical  establishment.  Labuan  was 
an  important  position.  Borneo  ultimately^ 
in  all  probability,  might  belong  to  thia 
country. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  was  a  little  alarmed 
at  the  comprehensive  view  of  his  hon« 
Friend;  considering  the  portion  of  the 
earth  that  we  had  got,  he  was  more  anx^* 
ions  for  the  cultivation  of  the  field  already 
ours,  than  for  the  extension  of  it,  though 
ready  to  allow  that  a  post  at  Labuan  might 
be  very  wise.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Os- 
borne) was  strangely  wrong  about  bishops. 
With  the  exception  of  a  grant  which  was 
doomed  to  extinction  on  the  expiration  of  a 
life  interest,  there  was  only  one  vote  for  a 
bishop  in  the  whole  of  the  colonial  esti- 
mates, namely,  6002.  a  year  for  a  bishop 
in  New  Zealand,  and  it  had  proved  the 
cheapest  6002.  we  ever  expended.  But 
the  estimate  before  the  House  was  certainly 
large.  Labuan  was  in  its  infancy,  and  it 
would  be  premature  to  frame  establish- 
ments for  it  on  the  idea  that  it  would  be  a 
second  Singapore. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  considered  the  vote 
an  experiment.  Rajah  Brooke,  by  his  own 
genius,  activity,  and  resources,  had  laid 
the  foundation  at  Labuan  of  a  considerable 
trade.  He  asked  the  Rajah  when  in  Eu- 
rope whether  he  thought  that  trade  would 
be  large  ?  He  said  he  thought  it  would  in 
time,  but  did  not  expect  it  to  grow  up  very 
rapidly.  The  question  was  whether  it 
would  not  be  advisable  as  an  experiment 
to  foster  Labuan  for  the  purposes  of  com- 
merce. As  a  station  to  which  our  ships 
might  have  recourse,  it  was  of  considerable 
importance.  Lord  Grey  stated  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee,  that  he  ex- 
pected in  a  very  short  time  it  would,  like 
Singapore,  pay  the  whole  expenses  of  ita 
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cWll  establishment.  If  that  expectation 
were  realised,  no  further  vote  would  be  ne- 
€<B88arj  on  account  of  Labuan.  It  certainly 
was  worth  the  experiment;  and  if  it  failed, 
he  would  not  propose  a  further  establish- 
ment. As  Sir  J.  Brooke  had  been  so 
much  the  originator  of  this  establishment, 
he  thought  it  was  advisable  to  place  him 
at  its  head. 

Mr.  G.  THOMPSON  admitted  the  ex- 
traordinarj  exploits  of  the  Rajah  in  the 
Indian  Archipelago,  but  deprecated  the  es- 
tablishment of  Labuan;  believing,  as  he 
did,  that  it  would  tend,  not  to  the  promo- 
tion of  peaceful  and  honourable  commerce, 
but  to  the  infliction  of  the  greatest  calami- 
ties on  the  population  of  that  part  of  the 
world^  Every  humane  man  must  shudder 
as  he  read  the  proceedings  of  our  ships  of 
war,  and  the  indiscriminate  massacres  that 
had  taken  place,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
connexion  with  their  proceedings  at  La- 
buan. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  could  not  al- 
low this  conversation  to  close  without  saying 
a  few  words.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  objected  to  the  vote  be- 
cause he  thought  the  interests  of  humanity 
and  justice  would  be  better  cj^nsulted  by 
abandoning  Labuan;  because  its  establish- 
ment would  lead  us  into  incessant  conflict 
with  the  peaceful  inhabitants  of  that  re- 
gion, and  even  involve  the  aborigines  in 
indiscriminate  massacre.  Now,  if  it  were 
possible,  for  the  ingenuity  of  man — ignor- 
ant, as  the  hon.  Member  was  not,  oC  the 
circumstances  under  which  that  establish- 
ment had  been  formed — to  make  a  state- 
ment in  every  respect  the  very  reverse  of 
the  fact,  it  would  be  such  a  statement  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made.  What 
was  it  that  obstructed  the  increase  of  the 
peaceful  commerce  of  Europe  and  Asia  in 
those  islands  ?  What  but  the  prevalence 
of  piracy  ?  The  peaceful  aborigines  ! 
Why,  a  multitude  of  those  islands  were 
filled  with  nests  of  pirates,  who  preyed  on 
the  peaceful  aborigines,  and  destroyed  com- 
merce in  those  distant  seas.  The  object 
of  our  naval  expeditions  had  been  to  put 
down  the  most  detestable  and  diabolical 
system  of  piracy  that  ever  existed  on  the 
face  of  the  globe.  Those  pirates  went  out 
frequently  in  fleets  of  12,000  men,  armed, 
and  required  a  very  considerable  force  to  meet 
and  repress  them.  We  were  not  the  only 
people  taking  measures  to  put  them  down. 
The  Spanish  Governor  General  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  had  sent  a  large  naval 
snd  military  expedition  for  the  express 


purpose  of  rooting  them  out,  particularly 
on  the  Sooloo  coast;  and  it  was  only  after 
a  very  obstinate  resistance  that  he  had 
been  enabled  to  complete  his  purpose. 
Here  was  a  quarter  in  which  commerce 
was  capable  of  a  great  and  important  de- 
velopment. That  could  not  take  place 
without  adequate  protection  against  this 
most  extensive  and  formidable  system  of 
piracy;  and  he  did  hope  that  one  of  the 
beneficial  consequences  that  would  result 
from  the  establishment  of  Labuan  would 
be  the  extinction  of  these  pirates,  partly 
by  the  exercise  of  military  force,  and  partly 
by  the  moral  effects  of  civilisation;  and 
thus  the  interests  of  commerce  in  Europe 
and  Asia  would  be  materially  advanced. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  a  sum  not  exceeding  3,0002.  be 
granted: — Ayes  12;  Noes  56:  Majority 
44. 


List 

of 

the  Ayes. 

Buxton,  Sir  £ 

.  N. 

Salwey,  Col. 

Fox,  W.  J. 

Thompson,  Col 

Greene,  J. 

Urquhart,  D. 

Gwyn,  H. 

Williams,  J. 

Hardcastle,  J. 

A. 

Kershaw,  J. 

TILLERS 

LuBhington,  C 

Hume  J. 

Osborne,  R. 

Thompson,  G. 

List 

of 

the  Noes. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S.  Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 

Armstrong,  Sir  A.  Lewis,  G.  C. 

Arundel  and  Surrey,  Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 

Earl  of  Mackinnon,  W.  A. 

Bellew,  R.  M.  M'Gregor,  J. 

Berkeley,  hon.  Capt.  Morpeth,  Visot. 

Boyle,  hon.  Col.  Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.  Palmerston,  Visct. 

Callaghan,  D.  Parker,  J. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F.  Power,  Dr. 

Clements,  hon.  C.  S.  Rich,  H. 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F.  Romilly,  Sir  J. 

Cubitt,  W.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Divett,  E.  Scrope,  G.  P. 

Duncan,  G.  Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 

Dundas,  Adm.  Shelbume,  Earl  of 

Dunne,  F.  P.  Smith,  J.  A. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E.  Somerville,  rt.  hon.  W. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  Tenison,  E.  K. 

Foley,  J.  H.  U.  Thornely,  T. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H.~ 

Hawes,  B.  Waddington,  II.  S. 

Hay,  Lord  J.  Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

Hayter,  W.  J.  Watkins,  Col. 

Hobhouse,rt.hon.  SirJ.  Wilson,  J. 

Hobhouse,  T.  B.  Wilson,  M. 

Howard,  P.  H.  Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
JerWs,  Sir  J.  tbllxrs. 

Keogh,  W.  TufheU,  H. 

Labouohere,  rt.  hon.  H.  Craig,  W.  G. 

Otber  rotes  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 
Committee  to  sit  again. 
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In    answer    to    a    question  from  Mr. 

EUHEy 

Lord  J.  KUSSELL  said,  it  was  in 
tended  to  accompany  the  grant  of  Yancou- 
Yer*s  Island  to  the  Hudson's,  Bay  Com* 
pany  with  certain  conditions  which  would 
make  it  imperative  upon  the  Company 'to  do 
all  in  their  power  to  promote  colonisation. 
If  the  Company  should  accept  the  grant 
upon  those  conditions,  his  nohle  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department  in- 
tended to  lay  all  the  papers  connected 
with  the  suhjeot  hefore  the  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  and  it  would  depend  on 
the  recommendation  of  that  Committee 
whether  the  grant  should  he  concluded  or 
tiot.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  send  out  a  Commission  of  In- 
auiry  to  Hudson's  Bay,  hecause  that  would 
delay  the  colonisation  project  for  two 
years,  hesides  heing  a  source  of  expense. 

Mr.  HUME  declared  that  he  did  not 
wish  the  Government  to  send  out  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry;  all  he  desired  was  that 
Parliament  should  have  time  to  consider 
this  suhject  hefore  the  Government  came 
to  an  irrevocahle  decision  upon  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  thought  that  the 
nohle  Lord's  statement  was  roost  unsatis- 
factory. It  appeared  that  the  Government 
was  prepared  to  confii-m  the  grant  of  Van- 
couver's Island  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, irrespective  of  the  charge  now  pend- 
ing against  that  Company  of  having  exer- 
cised illegal  and  despotic  authority  over 
Her  Majesty's  suhjects.  The  fundamental 
unfitness  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
for  the  work  of  colonisation  had  heen  de- 
monstrated; and,  whatever  restrictions 
might  he  imposed  upon  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  positive  abuses,  it  would 
he  as  impossible  to  infuse  the  active  powers 
necessary  for  colonisation  into  the  Com- 
pany as  it  would  be  into  a  corpse. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  in- 
quiry which  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
had  directed  to  be  made  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  before  any 
discussion  on  this  subject  took  place,  would 
proceed;  but  the  Government  did  not  in- 
tend to  await  the  result  of  that  inquiry  be- 
fore confirming  the  grant  of  Vancouver's 
Island  to  the  Company.  Both  he  and  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  were  of  opinion 
that  Vancouver's  Island  was  not  likely  to 
be  colonised  for  a  great  many  years  by  any 
other  means  than  through  the  instrumenta- 
lity of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 


On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  chair  for  the  House  to  go  into  a  Com-* 
mittee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  it  was 
after  much  consideration,  and  not  without 
some  hesitation,  he  had  arrived  at  the  con-* 
elusion  that  it  was  his  duty  to  bring  the 
important  subject  of  the  present  national 
system  of  education  in  Ireland  before  the 
House,  even  at  the  present  period  of  the 
Session.  In  doing  so,  he  was  anxious  to 
confine  himself  as  much  as  possible  to  a 
statement  of  the  position  in  which  the 
clergy  and  laity  of  the  Established  Church 
were  placed  by  the  rules  and  nature  and 
principles  of  the  system;  and  the  Motion 
with  which  he  would  conclude  his  state- 
ment was — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciouflj 
pleased  to  direct  that  such  a  modification  of  the 
system  of  National  Education  in  Ireland  be  mado 
as  may  remove  the  conscientious  objections  which 
a  very  large  proportion  of  the  Clergy  and  Laity 
of  the  Established  Church  entertain  to  that  system 
as  at  present  carried  into  operation ;  or,  other- 
wise, that  means  may  be  taken  to  enable  those  of 
the  Clergy  and  Laity  of  the  Established  Chuioh 
who  entertain  such  conscientious  objections  to  ex- 
tend the  blepsings  of  Scriptural  Education  in 
Ireland." 

There  never  was  a  period  when  the 
value  of  education  was  more  generally  felt 
and  acknowledged,  or  when  the  principles 
on  which  any  general  and  national  system 
ought  to  be  founded  were  better  con- 
sidered and  admitted  than  they  were  in 
England  at  present;  and,  in  fact,  the  sum 
and  substance  of  his  complaint,  and  that 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  was  this,  that  the  toleration  which 
in  England  is  extended  to  every  denomina- 
tion of  Dissenters,  with  regard  to  schools 
for  the  education  of  the  poor,  and  the  prin- 
ciples which  in  this  country  are  now  re* 
cognised  as  the  only  sound  and  just  prin- 
ciples of  education,  are  not  extended  to 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland.  Here  he  would  take  the  liberty 
to  refer  to  the  sentiments  of  the  Right 
Rev.  Dr.  Briggs,  one  of  the  vicars  aposto- 
lic in  this  country.  They  were  expressed 
by  him  at  a  meeting  of  Roman  Catholic 
clergymen  and  laity  of  the  Yorkshire  dis- 
trict for  the  promotion  of  the  education  of 
the  poorer  classes,  held  on  the  16th  of 
March  last.     Dr.  Briggs  states — 

"  The  word  education  is  derived  from  the  Latin 
word  educere,  that  is,  to  bring  forth,  or  lead  out, 
or  develop  the  faculties  of  man.  It  is  a  very  dif- 
ferent thing  from  what  is  oommQnljr  paUed  isp 
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BtruGtioQ,  Initniotion  is  derigned  io  benefit  the 
Acuities  of  the  body  and  of  the  mind,  whereas 
education  is  designed  to  promote  chiefly^the  spiri- 
tual welfare  of  man." 

He  proceeds  to  say — 

"  If  we  confine  education  to  mere  reading  and 
writing,  and  casting  accounts,  we  leaTC  out  the 
principal  object  for  which  education  is  designed — 
namely,  for  man's  spiritual  powers  and  benefit. 
In  this  country  great  attention  has  been  paid  to 
instruction  or  the  fijrst  part  of  education,  but  lit- 
tle attention  seems  to  have  been  paid  to  the  great 
and  principal  object  of  education,  namely,  spiritual 
improvement.  Now,  it  is  the  intention  of  this 
meeting,  and  of  the  Catholic  clergy  and  laity,  who 
have  united  themselves  in  this  good  cause,  that 
we  should  lay  the  basis  of  education — ^a  good  and 
religious  education.  We  hold  that  instruction 
and  knowledge  are  not  sufScient  unless  based  on 
religion.  Instruction  may  enable  a  man  to  rise 
in  the  world,  and  aggrandise  himself;  but  a  good 
and  religious  education  teaches  him  a  much  higher 
aim." 

The  object  of  that  meetiDg  was  to  obtaiu 
for  themselves  (Roman  Catholics)  a  por- 
tion of  the  funds  granted  by  the  public  for 
educational  purposes,  in  oi*der  to  enable 
them  to  carry  out  a  system  of  education  in 
the  sense  of  the  word  in  which  Dr.  Briggs 
had  used  it;  and  they  have  succeeded.  He 
supposed  it  would  be  conceded  by  all,  ex- 
cept a  school  of  philosophers,  with  whom 
he  would  not  argue,  that  religion  ought  to 
be  made  the  basis  of  education;  and  he 
felt  bound  to  say  he  believed  it  to  be  a 
mat  mistake  to  imagine  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  were  favourable  to 
mere  secular  education.  Well,  then,  as- 
suming it  to  be  agreed  upon  that  religion 
is  to  be  made  the  basis  of  education,  it  is 
quite  obvious,  that  in  establishing  any  ge- 
neral or  national  system  of  education,  the 
difference,  the  essential  and  fundamental 
di£ference,  between  the  principles  of  the 
Church  of  Rome  and  all  Protestant 
Churches,  with  regard  to  the  supremacy 
and  sufficiency  of  the  Holy  Scriptures, 
which  d  priori  might  be  expected  to  arise, 
does  actually  arise;  and  accordingly  it  is 
found  that  while  all  Protestants,  both  in 
JSngland  and  Ireland,  in  conformity  with 
the  spirit  and  principles  of  Protestantism 
in  all  its  modifications,  require,  as  an  in- 
dispensable condition,  that  Scriptural  in- 
struction should  form  the  basis  of  their  re- 
ligious education,  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  Rome,  in  conformity  with  the  principles 
of  their  Church,  adopt  and  require  a  dif- 
ferent standard.  In  England,  until  very  re- 
cently, the  national,  or  rather  the  State  sys- 
tem, was  placed  on  the  Protestant  basis,  but 
so  enlarged  as  to  comprehend  every  species 
of  Protestant  Dissenter — ^it  oomprised  all 


who  acknowledged  the  Scriptural  basis  of 
education.  Consistently  with  the  mainte* 
nance  of  this,  the  utmost  possible  toler^ 
tion  is  admitted — no  conditions  are  im- 
posed upon  the  managers,  but  that  the  use 
of  the  entire  Bible,  in  the  authorised  ver^ 
sion,  shall  be  required  in  schools  aided  by 
public  grants;  and  that  a  report,  in  order 
to  seciu'e  religious  instruction,  shall  be 
made  concerning  the  religious  state  of 
each  school,  unless  in  cases  in  which  the 
managers  object,  on  religious  grounds,  to 
make  such  report;  and  in  that  case,  such 
deference  is  there  felt  to  the  conscientious 
scruples  of  all,  that  you  do  not  require 
such  report;  that  is,  under  the  English 
system,  you  do  not  confine  Churchmen  and 
Dissenters  in  the  same  school;  you  permit 
or  encourage  each  to  be  educated  accor- 
ding to  his  own  conscientious  views;  there 
is  no  compulsion,  except  as  regards  the  use 
of  the  Scriptures.  Recently  the  principle 
of  toleration  has  been  carried  still  further, 
and  by  the  Minute  of  Council  of  December 
18,  1847,  you  grant  aid  to  Roman  Catho- 
lic schools,  without  requiring  any  report, 
except  respecting  secular  instruction;  there- 
fore, even  in  England,  in  deference  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  principle,  you  do  not  in- 
sist upon  Scriptural  instruction  in  Roman 
Catholic  schools.  The  utmost  possible 
toleration  to  the  conscientious  opinions  or 
scruples  of  all  parties  is,  therefore,  the 
characteristic  of  the  English  system. 
Those  who  approve  of  the  Church  system 
can  establish  Church  of  England  schools — 
Protestant  Dissenters  can  establish  Scrip- 
tural schools — and  even  Roman  Catholics 
can  now  establish  schools  in  which  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion  is  made  the  basis  of 
education.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  case  of 
the  clergy  and  laity  in  Ireland  who  object  to 
the  national  system  of  education,  it  might, 
perhaps,  be  sufficient  for  him  to  state,  that 
conscientious  objections  being  entertained, 
and  the  principle  of  toleration  being  estab- 
lished in  England,  it  is  reasonable  and 
right  that  means  should  be  taken  for  satis- 
fying those  conscientious  scruples.  The 
reasonableness  or  unreasonableness  of  those 
scruples  cannot  be  admitted  as  a  good  or 
valid  argument  to  the  question;  for  no  Pro- 
testant can,  of  course,  admit  that  the  con- 
scientious objections  of  Roipan  Catholics 
to  the  use  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  were 
reasonable;  and  yet  those  objections  were 
conceded  to  in  Ireland  in  the  year  1833, 
and  in  this  country  in  the  Minutes  of  Coun- 
cil of  last  December.  It  would  seem 
hard  that  while  in  Ireland  and  in  England 
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the  rules  of  national  education,  and  the 
terms  and  conditions  on  which  puhlic  aid 
is  given  to  schools,  are  modified  and  alter- 
ed, so  as  to  accommodate  themselves  to 
the  opinion  or  the  prejudices  of  every  de- 
nomination of  Dissenters — the  opinions — 
even  if  they  were  liable  to  be  called  pre- 
judices— of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land, were  alone  to  be  disregarded.  The 
House  will  recollect  that  previous  to  the 
year  1831,  a  strictly  Scriptural  system  had 
been  in  operation  for  many  years  in  Ire- 
land, sanctioned  by  Government,  supported 
by  large  grants  of  public  naoney,  and  hav- 
ing the  countenance  and  support  of  the 
great  body  of  the  clergy  of  the  Establish- 
ed Church.  This  system,  under  which  it 
was,  an  indispensable  condition  that  the 
Holy  Scriptures  should  be  read  by  all 
children  who  had  obtained  suitable  profi- 
ciency in  reading,  excluding  all  human  com- 
positions of  a  controversial  character,  but 
affording  proper  opportunities  for  peculiar 
religious  instruction  out  of  school  hours,  was 
a  united  Scriptural  system.  At  that  period 
there  were  1,634  schools,  and  132,000  chil- 
dren in  connexion  with  the  Kildare-place  So- 
ciety; and,  including  other  Scripturalschoolsy 
connected  with  other  societies,  there  were 
374,000  children,  of  whom  at  least  one- 
half  were  Roman  Catholics,  receiving  Scrip- 
tural instruction  in  Ireland.  In  October, 
1831,  the  Scriptural  character  of  the  Kil- 
dare-place system,  as  being  at  variance 
with  the  principles  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  was  declared  to  be  a  vital  defect 
in  that  system;  and  in  conformity  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  Select  Committee 
of  1828 — it  was  proposed  to  establish  a 
system  which  would  afford,  if  possible,  a 
combined  literary  and  separate  religious 
education,  abrogating,  of  course,  that  por- 
tion of  the  rules  of  the  Kildare-place  So- 
ciety, by  which  the  reading  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures  was  made  a  part  of  the  system 
— requiring  that  the  schools  under  the  new 
system  should  be  kept  open  for  a  certain 
number  of  days  and  hours  for  moral  and 
literary  instruction  only,  and  that  the  re- 
mainder of  the  week  should  be  set  apart  for 
giving  separately  such  religious  education 
to  the  children  as  might  be  approved  of  by 
the  clergy  of  their  respective  persuasions; 
and  claiming,  moreover,  entire  control  over 
all  the  books  to  be  used  in  the  school, 
whether  in  the  combined  moral  and  lite- 
rary, or  separate  religious  instruction,  in- 
eluding  the  Holy  Scriptures.  Now,  con- 
sidering that  the  great  principle  of  Pro- 
testantism is  the  supremacy  and  sufficiency 


of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  the  unlimited, 
unrestricted,  unqualified  right  and  duty  of 
using  them,  as  contradistinguished  from 
that  qualified  and  restricted  use  which  is 
the  principle  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church ; 
and  considering  also  that  the  Kildare-place 
Society  required  the  Holy  Scriptures  to  be 
read  in  their  schools  without  note  or  com- 
ment, he  (Mr.  Hamilton]  was  not  surprised 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  should 
have  viewed  that  system  with  suspicion  and 
dislike;  but  when  a  new  system  was  estab- 
lished, abrogating  expressly  that  Protes- 
tant principle  which  was  involved  in  the 
plan  of  the  Kildare-place  Society,  repu- 
diating it  as  a  vital  defect,  and  establish- 
ing in  lieu  of  it  the  Roman  Catholic  prin- 
ciple of  the  restricted  and  qualified  use  of 
the  Holy  Scriptures,  he  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
did  not  see  how  it  was  possible  that  it 
could  have  been  expected  that  Protestants 
generally,  and  especially  the  Protestant 
clergy,  could  support  it;  and,  accordingly^ 
the  great  body  of  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land, nearly  all  the  clergy,  and  seventeen 
of  the  bishops,  did  object  to  the  system, 
and  precisely  on  the  gronds  that  it  nega- 
tived the  great  principle  of  all  Protestant 
Churches  with  regard  to  the  free  use  of 
the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  affirmed  the  op- 
posite principle  with  regard  to  the  re- 
stricted and  qualified  use  of  them;  and 
that  in  connecting  themselves  with  the 
National  Board,  the  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  would  be  subscribing  to  the 
principle  of  the  Roman  *  Catholic  Church, 
which  it  was  their  duty  to  resist,  and  ne- 
gativing the  opposite  principle  of  their 
own  Church,  which  they  were  bound  by 
solemn  obligations  to  maintain.  In  order 
to  remove  or  diminish  the  objections  which 
had  been  raised  against  the  system,  some 
modifications  in  it  had  been  made;  but  in 
some  respects  those  modifications  had  rather 
increased  than  diminished  those  objections. 
The  patrons  of  schools,  instead  of  the 
clergy,  now  possess  the  right  of  appointing 
such  religious  instruction  as  they  may  think 
proper;  and  religious  instruction  may  be 
given  at  any  time,  even  during  the  ordinary 
school  hours,  provided  that  each  school 
shall  be  open  to  children  of  all  denomina- 
tions, and  that  those  children  only  shall  be 
compelled  to  be  present  whose  parents  or 
guardians  allow  them.  These  modifications 
enabled  many  patrons,  especially  among  the 
Presbyterians,  to  establish  schools  in  which 
the  Scriptures  are  read;  but  they  have  not 
removed  the  conscientious  objections  which 
the  great  majority  of  the  Protestants  of 
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the  Established  Church  entertain  to  the 
anti-Protestant  principle  which  is  involved 
in  the  system.  The  National  Schools  are 
required  to  be  open  to  all  denominations. 
A  Protestant  layman  or  clergyman  acting 
as  the  patron  of  a  school  under  the  rules 
of  1843,  and  appointing  Scriptural  in- 
struction as  a  part  of  the  system  during 
the  fixed  school  hours  each  day — although 
holding  the  great  Protestant  principle  that 
it  is  the  duty,  and  the  privilege,  and  the 
inalienable  right  of  every  human  being,  to 
whom  God  has  been  pleased  to  make  known 
the  revelation  of  His  will,  to  form  his  own 
character,  and  the  characters  of  all  within 
his  sphere  and  influence,  and  to  frame  his 
life,  and  derive  his  motives,  and  to  found 
his  morality  and  conduct,  by  reference  to 
God's  Holy  Word,  as  the  only  rule  and 
standard,  and  that  witl^out  restriction  or 
qualification,  at  all  times,  and  under  all 
circumstances,  is  actually  compelled,  when 
the  time  for  religious  instruction  in  the 
Holy  Scripture  arrives,  to  do  homage  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  principle,  and  to  turn 
out  of  his  school  the  child  of  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic parent,  who,  in  obedience  to  the 
dictate  of  his  priest,  may  prohibit  that  child 
from  studying  God's  Word,  although  the 
inclination,  and  desire,  and  judgment,  and 
intellect  of  that  child  may  all  combine  in 
enabling  him  to  appreciate  justly  the  ines- 
timable value  of  Scriptural  education.  But 
the  system  is  now,  in  some  respects,  even 
more  objectionable  than  it  was  according 
to  the  plan  originally  proposed.  Lord 
Stanley  proposed  that  the  school  room 
should  be  neutral  ground  for  moral  and 
literary  instruction;  but  an  efficient  provi- 
sion was  made  as  a  part  of  the  system  for 
the  religious  education  of  the  children 
during  a.  portion  of  the  week.  By  the  mo- 
difications of  the  Commissioners,  while 
they  admit,  on  the  one  hand,  that  during 
the  fixed  school  hours,  and  under  certain 
circumstances  in  the  school  room,  peculiar 
religious  instruction  may  be  made  part  of 
the  system,  they  stipulate,  on  the  other, 
for  nothing  more  than  mere  secular  in- 
struction in  the  schools;  so  that  at  this 
moment  it  may  happen  that  a  child  may 
pass  through  a  national  school — be  well 
instructed  in  mere  secular  knowledge,  and 
yet  be  left  wholly  ignorant  of  the  most 
elementary  principles  of  religion;  while  in 
another,  the  children  during  school  hours, 
and  in  the  school  room,  may  be  instructed 
in  the  peculiar  tenets  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic or  any  other  religion — the  only  condition 
being,  that  when  the  revealed  will  of  God, 

VOL.  CI.    {Kii} 


which  every  member  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land believes  to  contain  all  things  necessary 
to  salvation — ^the  standard  of  Christian  - 
faith — the  foundation  of  Christian  hope, 
and  the  only  true  source  of  Christian 
charity  and  love — is  made  the  subject  of 
instruction,  those  children,  whose  parents 
or  guardians,  either  from  ignorance,  or  in- 
fidelity, or  bigotry,  think  proper  to  regard 
the  Bible  as  a  proscribed  book,  shall  ab- 
sent themselves  from  that  instruction. 
He  would  ask  the  House  whether  or 
no  the  conscientious  objections  of  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  were  unreasonable  ? 
and  could  it  be  expected  that  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church  would  be  par- 
ties to  a  system  which  repudiated  a  princi- 
ple they  were  bound  to  uphold,  and  sanc- 
tioned a  principle  they  condemned  ?  The 
working  of  the  system  had  proved  what 
might  be  expected — instead  of  its  being  a 
really  united  system,  it  was  an  essentially 
separate  one,  and  never  could  be  otherwise. 
Many  Roman  Catholics,  no  doubt,  and 
many  Protestants,  had  availed  themselves 
of  the  modifications  of  the  Board,  and 
hod  established  schools,  some  in  connexion 
with  places  of  worship,  in  which  their  own 
peculiar  tenets  are  taught;  while  few,  very 
few  schools  indeed,  could  be  found  in 
which  a  really  united  system  existed. 
There  might  be  a  few  exceptions,  but  he 
(Mr.  Hamilton)  would  maintain  it  was  vain 
to  expect  that  a  system  so  constituted  could 
possibly  unite  children  of  different  persua- 
sions. He  firmly  believed  both  Protes- 
tants and  Roman  Catholics  were  opposed 
to  a  system  to  which,  if  fully  carried  out, 
a  sacrifice  of  principle  was  made  the  price 
of  union.  The  case  of  the  children  of  the 
poor  was  different  from  that  of  the  youth 
of  other  classes  in  society.  It  was  neces- 
sary to  provide  an  efficient  system  of  reli- 
gious education  in  schools  for  the  children 
of  the  poor;  they  must  go  to  school  at  an 
early  age,  or  they  cannot  go  at  all ;  in 
most  cases,  they  go  to  school  just  at  the 
age  when  it  was  most  important  that  the 
principles  of  religion  should  be  instilled 
into  their  minds.  Was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  such  an  abandonment  of  religious  in- 
struction with  regard  either  to  Protestants 
or  Roman  Catholics,  as  would  be  necessary 
to  secure  a  really  united  system  of  educa- 
tion, according  to  the  principles  of  the 
Board,  would  be  made  by  either  ?  Reli- 
gion, he  thought,  was  regarded  as  a  mat- 
ter of  too  great  moment,  both  by  Protes- 
tants and  Roman  Catholics,  to  be  dealt 
with  in  that  way.     If  a  united  system  is 
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practicable,  it  must  be  upon  some  religious 
ground,  or  it  cannot  be  at  all.  The  Holy 
Scriptures  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  believed, 
did  afford  that  common  ground  ;  but  if 
tbat  was  denied,  he  thought  a  united  sys- 
tem on  other  grounds  impossible.  That 
the  national  system  of  education  is  not,  in 
point  of  fact,  a  united  system,  might  be 
proved  by  many  strong  instances.  The 
Archdeacon  of  Meath,  two  years  ago,  had 
taken  much  pains  to  make  inquiry  respect- 
ing the  state  of  education  ^n  that  diocese, 
and  with  a  manifest  desire  to  promote  an 
accommodation  with  the  National  Board. 
He  found,  then,  that  of  ninety-six  schools, 
about  eight  might  be  looked  upon  as  effect- 
ing, in  some  degree,  the  object  of  united 
education,  baving  more  than  three  Protes- 
tant children  attending  in  eacb  with  Ro- 
man Catholics  :  of  these  ninety-six  schools, 
fifty-seven  were  under  the  patronage  of 
Roman  Catholic  priests — twenty-five  being 
in  connexion  with  Roman  Catholic  chapels, 
and  four  being  conducted  by  nuns.  He 
really  believed  the  same  state  of  things 
would  be  found  in  reference  to  the  National 
Schools  throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
If  any  bon.  Member  would  refer  to  the 
appendix  to  the  last  report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education,  he  would 
find  a  list  of  the  vested  and  non-vested 
schools,  with  the  names  of  the  patrons. 
He  (Mr,  Hamilton)  had  caused  that  list  to 
be  compared  with  the  list  of  the  clergy  of 
the  different  denominations  in  Ireland. 
The  House  will  recollect  that  the  patrons 
of  schools  have  the  right  of  appointing 
such  religious  instruction  as  they  shall 
think  proper,  either  during  the  fixed 
school  hours  or  otherwise  ;  this  right  is 
given  them  by  the  third  rule.  As  the  re- 
sult of  this  comparison,  he  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
was  enabled  to  state  to  the  House  that  at 
the  present  time  there  were  no  fewer  than 
2,505  schools  of  which  the  patrons  are 
Roman  Catholic  clergymen.  He  was 
far  from  adverting  to  this  as  a  matter 
of  complaint,  or  as  a  matter  of  blame 
either  as  regards  the  National  Board  or 
the  gentlemen  to  whom  he  alluded;  on  the 
contrary,  he  had  stated  at  the  outset,  and 
he  had  quoted  the  authority  of  Dr.  Briggs 
for  saying  so,  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
attached  just  as  much  importance  as  Pro- 
testants did  to  a  religious  basis  for  educa- 
tion; and  he  had  no  doubt  that  in  the 
schools  under  the  management  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy,  every  attention  is  paid 
and  great  pains  taken  to  inculcate  the  ten- 
ets of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  on  the 


children  attending  them.  In  corroboration 
of  this  opinion;  and,  indeed,  as  the  best 
commentary  upon  the  working  of  the  na- 
tional system,  he  would  ask  permission  to 
read  a  short  extract  from  the  Tablet  news- 
paper.    The  writer  states — 

"  The  apparent  or  outward  success  of  the  Na- 
tional Board  is  referred  to  as  a  precedent  for  the 
mixed  education  of  the  provincial  collets.  It  is 
difBcuIt  to  imagine  how  any  one  who  is  tolembly 
acquainted  with  the  facts,  and  is  even  slightlj 
imbued  with  the  elements  of  reasoning,  can  use 
such  an  argument  as  this.  It  was  only  the  other 
day  that  one  of  the  most  intelligent  supporters  of 
the  Board  said  to  us,  '  I  approve  of  the  national 
system,  because,  in  fact,  it  gives  us  Cathoiie 
schools  ;'  this  is  the  real  truth.  In  every  parish 
in  Ireland,  any  number  of  individuals,  and  the 
priest  among  the  rest,  can  establish  a  school^ 
appoint  their  own  masters  and  teachers,  call  it  a 
school,  say  the  Ave  Maria  whenever  the  clock 
strikes,  and  get  aid  from  the  National  Board.  We 
have  seen  this  state  of  things  in  the  south  of  Ire- 
land with  our  own  eyes — we  have  seen  it  in  Ikib- 
lin  under  the  nose  of  the  Government — and  we 
have  witnessed  with  much  edification  the  smile  of 
serene  content  which  often  accompanies  the  ut- 
terance of  these  words,  '  Oh,  we  pay  no  attention 
to  the  rules  of  the  Board.'  " 

But  then  it  may  be  said  if  the  rules  of  the 
Board  admit  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
establishing  schools,  in  which  their  own 
peculiar  ten  cuts  are  taught,  why  cannot 
the  Protestant  clergy  do  the  same  ?  Of  ' 
course  that  argument  would  abandon  the 
principle  of  united  education  altogether, 
in  which  case  it  could  scarely  be  denied 
that  it  would  be  better  to  have  a  con- 
fessedly separate  system  than  one  which, 
being  really  separate,  professed  to  be 
united;  but  the  case  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church  and  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  was  different.  There  was 
no  principle  which  stood  between  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy  and  their  acquiescence 
in  the  rules  of  the  National  Board.  It  waft 
not  one  of  their  principles  that  the  right 
to  use  and  read  the  Scriptures  was  in- 
alienable on  the  part  of  any  human  being, 
and  that  to  seek  to  abridge  or  to  coun- 
tenance the  abridgment  of  that  right  was 
sinful.  Though  they  required  a  religious, 
they  did  not  require  a  scriptural  basis; 
and  there  was  nothing  to  offend  their 
conscience  in  sending  away  a  Protestant 
child,  when  about  to  teach  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic children  their  own  peculiar  tenets. 
But  the  position  of  the  Protestant  clergy- 
man is  different.  He  holds  that  the  edu*. 
cation  of  all  children  should  be  based 
altogether,  on  the  Scriptural  principle — 
that  it  should  not  be  supplementary  or  an- 
cillary to  moral  and  literary  instruction — 
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but  that  it  should  be  the  predominant 
feature,  and  pervade  the  whole  system  of 
education.  Holding  as  he  does  the  Pro< 
testant  principle  of  the  supremacy  and 
sufficiency  of  the  Holy  Scripture,  he  holds 
that  it  is  the  right  of  every  human  being 
to  make  it  his  study  at  all  times  and 
in  all  circumstances;  and  that  it  is  his 
duty,  as  a  Christian  minister,  at  all  times 
to  uphold  and  enforce  that  right.  He, 
therefore,  cannot,  without  violating  his 
principles,  be  a  party  directly  or  indirectly 
to  excluding  any  child  from  Scriptural  in- 
struction. This  is  their  objection  to  the 
system — that  it  compromises  the  Protes- 
tant principle,  and  that  in  connect- 
ing themselves  with  it,  they  would  be 
themselves  compromising  that  principle  in 
a  country,  and  under  circumstances,  in 
which  it  is  peculiarly  their  duty  to  with- 
hold it.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  would  not 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  advert- 
ing in  detail  to  the  various  efforts  that  had 
been  made  to  procure  such  a  modification 
of  the  system  as  would  remove  the  consci- 
entious objections  of  the  bishops  and  clergy 
and  laity  of  the  Established  Church.  In 
the  year  1832,  an  address  was  issued, 
signed  by  seventeen  of  the  twenty  Irish 
bishops,  setting  forth  their  conscientious 
objections  to  the  system  as  then  proposed. 
In  1845,  a  similar  address  was  published, 
signed  by  the  majority  of  the  Irish  pre- 
lates, in  which  they  state  that  the  rule  by 
which  the  Holy  Scriptures  are  excluded 
from  the  schools  during  the  hours  of  ge- 
neral instruction,  is  so  fundamentally  ob- 
jectionable, that  while  this  continues  to  be 
the  principle  of  the  system,  they  cannot 
conscientiously  connect  their  schools  with 
it,  even  though  all  the  other  grounds  of 
opposition  were  taken  away.  This  address 
was  responded  to  by  1,700  of  the  clergy, 
3,000  of  the  nobility  and  gentry  of  the 
country,  including  33  Peers,  and  60,000  of 
the  Protestants.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  had 
presented  a  petition  a  few  days  ago  to  the 
House,  signed  by  nearly  1,600  of  the 
clergy;  and  numerous  petitions  had  been 
presented  from  all  parts  of  Ireland,  pray- 
ing that  the  conscientious  objections  of  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  might  be  removed, 
either  by  a  modification  of  the  national 
system,  so  as  to  enable  the  advocates  of 
Scriptural  education  to  establish  schools  on 
a  Scriptural  basis,  or  else  to  make  a  sepa- 
rate grant  in  favour  of  the  Church  Educa- 
tion Society.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  would 
not  advert  to  the  correspondence  between 
the  Lord  Primate  of  Ireland  and  the  noble 


Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  or 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  further  than  to  say,  tbat  the 
arguments  and  considerations  which  he 
(Mr.  Hamilton)  had  endeavoured  to  bring 
before  the  House,  had  been  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  Goyernment.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated,  in  reply  to  the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh,  that  the  revenue 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  was 
sufficient,  not  only  for  the  support  of  the 
beneficed  clergy,  but  also  for  the  encou- 
ragement and  maintenance  of  a  Scriptural 
system  of  education.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
was  unwilling  to  trespass  much  longer  upon 
the  House;  but  he  could  not  help  just  re- 
marking that  the  Archbishop  had  pointed 
out  that  the  income  of  the  parochial  clergy 
in  Ireland,  even  if  duly  received,  woidd  not 
afford  to  each  an  average  of  200^.  a  year; 
while,  as  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  might  add, 
each  clergyman  would  have  a  congregation 
of  more  than  600  persons  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  independently  of  the  Pres- 
byterians and  other  Dissenters,  who  in 
Ireland  attended  the  Established  Church. 
But  there  was  one  part  of  the  subject,  or 
at  least  one  consideration  connected  with 
the  subject,  to  which  it  was  his  duty  to  ad- 
vert, and  he  did  so  with  much  pain.  He 
was  constrained  to  say  that  not  only  was 
no  encouragement  given  to  the  cause  of 
Scriptural  education  in  Ireland — not  only 
were  the  Protestants  and  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church  the  only  class  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  to  whose  conscientious 
opinions,  with  regard  to  education,  no  con- 
sideration was  paid — not  only  were  they 
the  only  class  to  whom  toleration  in  respect 
of  those  scruples  was  not  extended,  but 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  who 
entertained  those  conscientious  objections, 
were  excluded  from  all  Government  favour 
and  patronage.  This  was  a  serious  charge, 
and  one  that  he  would  be  sorry  to  make 
lightly,  especially  after  an  answer  he  had 
recollected  hearing  from  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  in  reply  to  a 
question  from  Lord  John  Manners  in  the 
last  Parliament.  But  he  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
had  seen  letters  written  by  the  Private 
Secretary  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  cler- 
gymen, in  which  their  opinions  were  asked 
on  the  subject  of  the  national  system — and 
an  intimation  given  that  preferment  woidd 
be  conferred  only  upon  those  who  supported 
that  system.  The  correspondence  between 
Mr.  Villiers  Stuart  and  tne  Private  Secre- 
tary, in  reference  to  Mr.  Thacker,  had 
been  before  the  public.  On  that  occasion 
M2 
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the  Private  Secretary  expressed  himself  as 
follows  : — 

«*  His  Excellency  most  sincerely  regrets  that 
he  is  unahle  to  comply  with  your  desire  to  have 
Mr.  Thacker  appointed  to  the  Union  of  White- 
church  ;  but  that  gentleman  having  so  unequivo- 
cally and  conscientiously  declared  his  opposition 
to  the  system  of  national  education,  it  would  be 
a  violation  of  the  principle  by  which  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  been  guided,  if  he  were  to  relax. 
I  add,  by  desire  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  his  re- 
quest that  it  may  be  conveyed  to  Mr.  Thacker 
that  he  entertains  no  objection  to  him  individu- 
ally, as  from  all  he  has  heard,  and  from  his  con- 
scientious avowal  of  his  opinions,  he  considers 
that  gentleman  to  be  entitled  to  the  highest 
respect." 

Mr.  Villiers  Stuart  adds,  from  himself — 
**  I  cannot  express  the  deep  disappointment 
the  whole  parish  feels  at  the  loss  of  such 
a  pastor.*'  He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  had  a  high 
respect  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  he  would  appeal  to  the  nohle 
Lord,  he  would  appeal  to  the  House,  and 
to  the  justice  of  the  English  public,  is 
this  tolerable?  In  England  you  extend 
toleration  to  all  classes  of  Dissenters  in 
matters  of  education.  You  depart  even 
from  a  scriptural  basis  and  principle  in  fa- 
vour of  Roman  Catholics.  In  Ireland,  if  a 
clergyman  upholds  the  principle  which  every 
clergyman  from  one  end  of  England  to  the 
other  maintains,  however  highly  recom- 
mended, however  efficient,  however  pious, 
however  beloved  by  his  parishioners,  he  is 
proscribed  by  the  Government  because  of  his 
conscientious  opinions,  and  the  Protestants 
deprived  of  the  services  of  such  a  pastor. 
Is  this  doing  justice  to  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land ?  You  talk  of  Church  patronage  in 
Ireland,  in  times  gone  by,  having  been 
made  subservient  to  political  purposes; 
and  so  it  was,  and  you  are  reaping  the 
fruits  of  that  system  now.  But  what  else 
is  this  but  a  continuation  of  the  same  sys- 
tem ?  Are  you  not  now  prostituting  the 
patronage  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  for  the 
promotion  of  a  political  object  ?  What  is 
the  duty  of  Government  with  regard  to 
Church  patronage  ?  Are  they  not  trus- 
tees of  such  patronage  for  the  benefit  of 
the  community  in  the  most  important  of  all 
interests  ?  Is  it  not,  then,  their  duty, 
their  manifest  duty,  to  use  that  patronage, 
to  perform  that  trust,  with  the  single  view 
of  promoting  the  interests  of  religion  ?  And 
will  any  one  say  that  you  promote  the  in- 
terests of  religion  by  passing  over,  and  ex- 
cluding from  all  share  of  patronage,  the 
ablest,  the  most  pious,  and  the  most  useful 
clergymen  of  Ireland,  because  they  are 
conscientiously  opposed  to  a   system  of 


national  education,  the  principles  of  which 
you  have  yourselves  condemned  as  regards 
England,  and  which  you  would  not  dare  to 
propose  in  this  country  ?  What  the  Protes- 
tant clergy  and  laity  require  is  simply  this 
— that  the  rules  of  the  national  system  be  so 
modified  as  that  schools  may  be  established 
on  such  principles  as  they  can  conscienti- 
ously approve;  and  they  are  the  principles 
which  you  adopt  yourselves  in  reference  to 
schools  in  this  country.  Permit  a  Protes- 
tant clergyman  or  layman  to  make  it  the 
rule  of  his  school  that  all  children  attend- 
ing it  should  be  instructed  in  the  Holy 
Scriptures.  Let  those  who  choose  attend 
it;  or  else,  if  you  are  determined  to  main- 
tain the  national  system  on  its  present 
basis,  without  any  modification  or  altera- 
tion, either  make  a  separate  grant,  or 
place  the  Church  Education  Society  in  con- 
nexion with  the  Privy  Council  in  this  coun- 
try. In  deference  to  the  conscientious 
opinions  of  the  Protestants,  engraft  it  into 
the  English  branch  of  the  system.  Give 
the  principle  of  scriptural  instruction  a 
fair  trial  in  Ireland.  You  have  tried  many 
experiments  in  that  country.  Generally, 
they  have  been  experiments  made  in  con- 
cession, not  to  truth,  but  to  popular  in- 
fluence. The  national  system  of  educa- 
tion has  now  been  in  operation  for  fifteen 
years.  I  am  unable  to  discern  the  fruits 
of  that  system  in  the  improved  condition 
of  the  people.  Every  politician  has  had 
his  plan  for  the  tranquillisation  of  Ireland. 
You  have  had  fixity  of  tenure,  tenant- 
right — your  extension  of  franchise — ^you 
have  had  the  abolition  of  the  Established 
Church — the  endowment  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church — the  repeal  of  the  Union 
— and  latterly,  the  establishment  of  a  sepa- 
rate republic.  I  may  be  permitted  to  tell 
you  mine.  Do  not  be  afraid  to  declare  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  what  you  have  de- 
clared eloquently  to  the  people  of  England — 
do  not  bo  afraid  to  tell  them  that  the  Word 
of  God  is  the  only  standard  of  right  or 
wrong,  and  that  allegiance,  and  subordina- 
tion, and  social  order,  and  industry,  and 
contentment,  and  the  performance  of  their 
duties,  as  men  and  citizens,  depend  upon 
higher  considerations,  and  should,  be  in- 
fluenced by  better  motives,  than  the  mere 
human  considerations  of  advantage  or  ex- 
pediency, or  sentiment  or  nationality.  At 
all  events,  do  not  continue  to  say  that 
these  high  considerations  are  the  only 
ones  that  shall  not  be  placed  before  them 
n  any  system  of  education  which  you 
sanction.    You  may  say  they  will  not  hear 
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you:  but  experience  is  against  you.  Scrip- 
tural education  was  advancing  in  Ireland 
under  the  Kildare-place  Society.  It  is 
advancing  under  the  Church  Education 
Society.  But  at  least  if  a  Church  is  to  be 
maintained  in  Ireland,  do  not  prevent  the 
ministers  of  that  Church  from  performing 
that  part  of  their  sacred  functions;  and, 
above  all  things,  do  not  tamper  with  those 
who  respect  the  truth — far  better  it  would 
be  to  confiscate  the  temporalities  of  the 
Church,  than  to  destroy  its  efficiency  by 
corrupting  its  ministers.  Do  not  suppose 
that  we  Protestants  value  the  Church,  ex- 
cept as  the  means  of  upholding  the  great 
principles  of  truth,  and  as  the  instrument 
of  disseminating  them.  In  order  to  dis- 
charge those  functions,  the  independence 
of  the  clergy  must  be  maintained — you 
must  not  have  recourse  to  the  expedient 
of  bringing  Government  patronage  in  the 
Church  in  aid  of  your  political  objects. 
Nearly  1,600  out  of  2,000  clergymen  of 
the  Established  Church  have  declared  their 
conscientious  objections  to  your  national 
system ;  they  have  done  so  with  a  full  know- 
ledge of  the  system  you  have  been  pursuing 
as  regards  your  Church  patronage;  and  sur- 
rounded by  difficulties,  of  which  people  in 
England  have  no  adequate  notion,  they  have 
preferred  what  they  consider  the  cause  of 
truth  and  the  performance  of  their  duty 
to  their  temporal  interests.  Are  these 
men  deserving  of  respect  or  of  odium  ? 
They  have  been  unsparing  of  their  lives, 
and  some  of  the  best  clergymen  in  Ireland 
have  fallen  victims  during  the  late  famine 
and  pestilence.  If  it  should  be  the  will  of 
God  to  visit  us  with  still  greater  calami- 
ties, they  will  be  found  at  the  post  of  dan- 
ger again.  But  they  are  the  trustees  of 
great  principles,  which  they  will  never 
abandon.  He  implored  the  noble  Lord  to 
consider  these  things.  He  implored  him 
to  put  an  end  to  this  painful  question;  and 
when  he  speaks  of  an  equality  of  rights, 
and  franchises,  and  privileges,  between 
England  and  Ireland,  let  him  remember 
that  the  clergy  of  Ireland  are  not  treated 
with  that  toleration  which  every  Dissenter 
in  England  enjoys  in  respect  of  education, 
and  that  by  the  system  the  Government 
has  been  adopting,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  have  been  carrying  it  out, 
they  are  incurring  the  heavy  responsibility 
of  throwing  the  weight  of  Government  in- 
fluence against  the  Scriptural  principle. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
an  address. 

Sm  WILLIAM  SOMERYILLE  con- 


sidered that  the  address  which  his  hon, 
Frieud  opposite  had  just  made,  was  couch- 
ed in  terms  which  would  not  offend  the 
feelings  of  any  person.  But  no  matter 
how  his  hon.  Friend  might  have  endea- 
voured to  recommend  his  objects  to  the 
House,  the  real  subject  under  discussion 
was  this :  whether  or  not  the  national  sys- 
tem of  education  now  established  in  Ire- 
land for  a  period  of  fifteen  years — he  meant 
the  mixed  system  of  education — should  be 
departed  from,  and  such  a  system  substi- 
tuted for  it  as  was  recommended  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  Now,  considering  the  state 
of  Ireland— considering  the  progress  that 
had  been  made  in  the  establishment  of 
schools — considering  the  support  given  to 
the  present  system  by  a  large  poiiiion  of 
the  population-considering,  as  he  firmly 
believed,  that  the  prejudices  which  existed 
against  that  system  even  on  the  part  of 
Protestants  and  Protestant  clergymen  were 
fast  disappearing — he  hoped  the  House 
would  pause  before  it  assented  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin,  and  would  up- 
hold the  system  as  now  established.  It 
was  said  by  his  hon.  Friend,  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland 
forbid  them  from  taking  advantage  of  the 
present  system.  On  hearing  that  state- 
ment it  might  be  considered  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  there  were  none  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  who  favoured  that  sys- 
tem ;  but  let  them  look  to  the  number  of 
clergymen  who  had  taken  advantage  of 
the  opportunities  which  it  presented.  Let 
them  look  also  to  the  number  of  clergymen 
who  were  ready  to  take  advantage  of  it. 
His  hon.  Friend,  therefore,  should  not  say 
that  on  strictly  high  Protestant  principles 
it  was  impossible  that  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  could  take  advantage  of  it.  He 
admitted  that  a  large  body  of  the  Protes- 
tant clergy  of  Ireland  were  opposed  to  it, 
and  he  thought  a  greater  mistake  had  never 
been  made  by  the  Protestant  clergy  of  Ire- 
land than  by  the  opposition  they  originally 
gave  to  the  establishment  of  the  schools. 
He  also  believed  that  a  vast  number  of  them 
were  coming  to  the  same  conclusion.  He 
was  sure  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to 
mention  the  names  of  the  several  distin- 
guished persons  who  had  changed  their 
opinions  on  the  subject;  but  he  might  refer 
to  the  case  of  one  very  eminent  person  in 
the  north  of  Ireland,  and  also  to  the  ca^e 
of  Mr.  Woodward,  who  admitted  the  mis- 
take he  had  formerly  made  when  opposed 
to  the  system.     It  was  true  it  was  not  a 
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system  founded  upon  Scripture  in  the  way 
the  hon.  Gentleman  understood  it.     What 
his  hon.  Friend  understood  by  it  was,  that 
the  Bible  should  be  made  the  school  book, 
and   that   every  child   who   attended   the 
school  should  be  obliged  to  make  use  of  that 
Bible  as  his  school  book.     But  it  was  not 
the  system  of  the  National  Schools  to  coerce 
any  person's  conscience;  they  did  not  com- 
pel any  child  to  be  present  at  religious  in- 
struction, but  they  permitted  every  child 
to  be  present,  at  the  discretion  of  his  pa- 
rents, to  receive  religious  education  at  any 
time  that  might  be  allotted  for  it.     Was 
that,  he  asked,  a  system  open  to  objection, 
or  one  to  which   any    conscientious  man 
could  object  ?    He  believed  that  he  was  not 
wrong  in  saying  that  the  case  of  Mr.  Wood- 
ward was  not  a  solitary  case.     He  knew 
Protestant  clergymen  in  Ireland  who  for- 
merly were  much  opposed  to  the  national 
system,  but  who,  on  further  investigation, 
had  changed  their  minds  and  are  now  the 
advocates  of  it.     In  the  last  report  there 
^as  a  paragraph  to  the  same  effect.     It 
was  stated  that  the  prejudices  which  had 
existed  in  regard  to  the  national  system 
on  the  part  of  the  Protestant  clergy  were 
fast  vanishing,  and  the  co-operation  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  might  more  and  more  be 
looked  for,  and  would  be  the  means  of  dis- 
tributing more  universally  the  blessings  of 
e4ucation.     That  was  the  present  state  of 
the  system,  and  what  they  had  now  to  ask 
themselves  was  this — were  they  to  abandon 
the  national  and  mixed  system  as  it  now 
exists,  in  order  to  establish  an  exclusive 
system  ?  For  conceal  the  fact  as  they  may, 
if  they  once  get  rid  of  this  national  system, 
and  at  the  suggestion  of  any  body  of  men, 
be  their  objections  reasonable  or  unreason- 
able, abandon  the  mixed  system  of  educa- 
tion, they  would  have  to  establish  separate 
schools,  not  only  for  the  Protestant  clergy, 
but  also  for  the  Presbyterian  and  Catholic 
clergy,  and  the  whole  country  would  be 
covered  with  different  seminaries  supported 
by  the  Government,  and  amongst  the  chil- 
dren attending  the  respective  schools  those 
religious  distinctions  would  be  perpetuated 
which  so  often  were  still  unfortunately  kept 
up.      He  begged  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  an  extract  bearing  on  the 
subject,  which  he  had  met  with  some  time 
ago.     In  the  year  1795,  when  the  debate 
was  going  on  in  the  Irish  Parliament  on  the 
question  of  the  Roman  Catholic  College  of 
Maynooth,   there  were  several  provisions 
introduced  which  made  it  impossible   for 
any  person  not  a  Roman  Catholic  to  re- 


ceive his  education  there.  At  that  time  a 
petition  was  presented  by  Mr.  Grattan  from 
the  great  body  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
Ireland  against  the  provision  which  de- 
clared that  no  Protestant  should  receive 
his  education  in  the  college.  The  Roman 
Catholics  then  said  that  the  exclusion  of 
Protestants  would  prevent  the  harmony 
and  friendly  intercourse  through  life  which 
might,  by  an  early  connexion  between  men 
of  different  persuasions,  be  encouraged. 
No  person  would  be  more  happy  than  he 
should  be  to  see  the  Protestant  clergy 
coming  forward  to  take  advantage  of  this 
system,  and  to  exercise  that  control  over, 
it  which  was  proper  they  should  have. 
He  believed  the  objections  to  the  system 
were  unreasonable — (he  did  not  mean  to 
say  they  were  not  conscientiously  eqter-- 
tained) — and  he  believed,  also,  that  a  great 
body  of  the  clergy  were  willing  to  consider 
this  system  so  as  to  take  advantage  of  it. 
He  did  not  think  they  should  do  away 
with  the  present  National  Board,  which  had 
conferred  great  advantages  on  the  country. 
He  believed  it  was  diffusing  widely  the 
blessings  of  education,  and  would  continuQ 
to  do  so  more  and  more  every  day.  He 
saw  by  the  last  report,  that  not  only  lite- 
rary but  industrial  education  was  spreading 
vastly  throughout  the  country,  and  it  was 
proposed  that  agricultural  schools  should 
be  established  to  extend  the  principles  of 
agriculture. 

Captain  JONES  said,  if  anything  in 
the  shape  of  united  education  at  all  existed, 
it  would  be  found  in  the  schools  under  the 
patronage  of  the  Established  Church.  For 
his  own*  part  he  had  never  offered  any  ob- 
jection to  their  national  system  so  far  as 
it  went.  Let  them  establish  a  system  si- 
milar to  that  adopted  in  England,  and  so 
modify  their  rules  as  to  enable  clergymen 
of  the  Established  Church  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  grant.  If  they  declined  to  do 
that,  then  they  ought  to  give  them  a  sepa- 
rate grant  for  themselves. 

Mr.  GROGAN  said,  if  the  prejudices 
of  the  Protestants,  or  of  the  Protestant 
clergymen  of  Ireland,  prevented  them  from 
taking  any  part  of  the  grant  under  present 
circumstances,  they  were  entitled  to  have 
some  portion  of  the  grant  allotted  to  them. 
As  a  proof  of  the  efforts  made  by  the  Pro- 
testants themselves,  there  were  1,899 
Church  education  schools  at  present  estab- 
lished and  maintained  by  the  voluntary 
system,  and  they  were  entitled  in  justice 
to  ask  the  Government  for  some  assistance. 
He  would  maintain,  without  the  slightest 
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fear  of  contradiction,  that  as  regards  the 
joint  system  of  education,  it  is  to  he  found 
in  the  Protestant  schools.  Let  them  not 
blame  Protestant  clergymen  who  could  not 
oonscientiously  approve  of  the  system,  and 
who  were  deprived  of  all  chance  of  patron- 
age and  all  hopes  of  promotion  in  their 
profession  except  they  abandoned  their 
principles. 

Sib  W.  VERNER  did  not  entertain  a 
doubt  that  some  of  the  clergy  o(  the 
Established  Church  had  become  converts 
to  the  national  system ;  and  it  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at  when  they  were  told  by  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  that  if  they  were  not  friendly 
to  it  he  could  not  give  his  consent  to  their 
promotion.  He  would  mention  one  case 
in  illustration  of  the  course  that  had  been 
adopted  on  this  subject  by  the  Irish  Go- 
yemment.  Some  time  since,  when  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  day  arrived  in  L*e- 
land,  an  application  was  made  to  him  to 
appoint,  as  one  of  his  chaplains,  a  clergy- 
man of  the  highest  character.  The  answer 
was,  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  did  not  in- 
tend to  appoint  any  new  chaplains,  but 
would  confine  himself  to  the  list  handed 
over  to  him  by  his  predecessor.  A  short 
time  afterwards,  a  certain  reverend  gen- 
tleman announced  himself  in  the  public 
papers  as  the  advocate  of  the  National 
board  of  Education,  and  the  then  Lord 
Lieutenant,  forgetting  his  former  declara- 
tion, immediately  appointed  him  one  of  his 
chaplains.  The  best  system  of  education 
ever  introduced  into  Ireland  was  that  of 
the  Kildare-place  Society,  which  was  abol- 
ished solely  because  it  was  objected  to  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  priests. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  though 
a  large  body  of  the  Established  clergy  were 
opposed  to  this  national  system,  he  did  not 
believe  that  their  opposition  was  shared  in 
or  countenanced  by  the  great  body  of  the 
Protestant  laity.  If  that  were  the  case, 
how  did  it  happen  that  the  national  schools 
were  much  more  numerous  in  the  province 
of  Ulster  than  in  the  other  three  provinces  ? 
The  proportions  were  as  follows  : — Schools 
in  Munster,  940;  in  Leinster,  976  ;  in 
Connaught,  553;  in  Ulster,  1,659.  He 
thought  that  the  system  of  reading  the 
Scriptures  at  particular  hours  had  tended 
to  promote  Scriptural  instruction  even 
among  Roman  Catholics,  by  inducing  pa- 
rents of  that  religion  to  allow  their  chil- 
dren to  remain,  which  they  often  did,  in 
fact,  to  hear  the  Scriptures  read.  He  was 
sorry  to  have  heard  that  the  Qovcrnment 
had  made  adherence  to  the  national  system 


a  condition  of  advancement  in  the  Church. 
There  ought  to  be  nothing  like  compulsion 
on  either  side  of  the  question. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  as  the  Mo- 
tion stood,  it  was  opposed  to  the  re- 
ligious scruples  of  Roman  Catholic  pa- 
rents, and  if  carried,  it  would  upset  the 
whole  system  of  mixed  education.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Publin 
had  called  for  a  modification  of  the  system; 
but  it  appeared  that  what  he  proposed  was 
the  abolition  of  the  present  Board  of  Edu- 
cation, and  the  substitution  of  a  system^,  of 
separate  grants  for  that  now  in  force.  He 
had  not  denied  that  Protestant  children 
were  already  supplied  with  as  much  Scrip- 
tural education  as  the  greatest  stickler  for 
such  education  could  demand ;  and,  in 
truth,  as  in  every  national  school  several 
hours  were  set  apart  for  Scriptural  reading* 
if  Protestant  youths  did  not  receive  in- 
struction in  the  Bible,  it  must  be  the  fault 
of  the  Protestant  clergy.  The  effect  of 
passing  the  Motion  would  be,  to  revive  the 
embers  of  religious  strife,  which  were  now 
dying  out.  Something  had  been  said  about 
the  excellence  of  the  Kildare-place  Society 
system  of  education.  He  nappened  to 
know  that  the  most  extraordinary  means 
had  been  used  to  induce  parents  to  send 
their  children  to  what  were  called  the  Kil- 
dare-place Schools.  Parents  had  received 
as  a  consideration  5L  down,  5«,  a  week, 
and  a  leg  of  mutton  every  Friday.  If 
there  were  one  thing  which  had  done  more 
than  another  to  improve  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, it  was  the  mixed  system  of  education 
introduced  by  Lord  Stanley,  founded  as  it 
was  on  the  great  principle  of  Protestantism 
— the  right  of  private  judgment.  In  con- 
nexion with  that  point,  he  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
whether  it  was  true  that  he  was  a  sub- 
scriber to,  and  a  director  of,  an  hospital  in 
Dublin,  the  managers  of  which  refused  to 
admit  a  Roman  Catholic,  even  if  brought 
there  in  extremis,  unless  he  would  consent 
to  hear  the  Scriptures  read  ?  On  the  sub- 
ject of  the  national  system  of  education, 
most  extraordinary  statements  had  been 
made  at  different  periods.  There  were 
certain  dignitaries  of  the  Church  who,  to 
use  the  language  of  Mr.  Burke,  never 
manifested  any  particular  zeal  for  religion* 
except  when  they  desired  to  wound  the 
feelings  of  their  opponents.  The  Bishop 
of  Cashel,  for  example,  had  stated  at  the 
Rotunda  in  Liverpool — and  ho  had  repeat- 
ed the  statement  at  the  Hanover-square 
Rooms  in  April  last — that  at  the  last  Spe- 
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cial  Commission  for  Limerick,  six  men 
were  convicted  who  had  been  educated  in 
the  national  sclvools.  He  had  also  stated 
that  at  the  Special  Commission  at  Clon- 
mel,  eleven  were  convicted  who  were  young, 
the  greater  proportion  of  whom,  he  said, 
were  probably  taught  in  the  national 
schools;  and,  singularly  enough,  he  added, 
that  eighteen  were  convicted,  eleven  of 
whom  were  educated  under  the  national 
system.  Considering  the  statement  with 
respect  to  Clonmel  very  extraordinary,  he 
(Mr.  B.  Osborne]  had  been  at  the  trouble 
of  making  some  inquiries  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood; and  he  would  now  state  the  re- 
sult. It  appeared  that  in  the  gaol  of  Clon- 
mel, no  account  was  kept  of  the  schools  in 
which  the  prisoners  had  been  educated; 
and  from  the  inquiries  which  he  made,  he 
had  found  that,  so  far  from  its  being  true 
that  eleven  of  the  prisoners  convicted  had 
been  educated  in  the  national  schools,  only 
one  of  them  had  ever  been  in  a  school, 
and  that  one  only  for  about  ten  days.  The 
exemplary  Bishop  who  had  made  that 
statement  had  the  presentation  to  thirty- 
four  very  large  livings  in  his  diocese,  while 
the  Crown  had  the  patronage  of  only  three, 
one  of  the  number  being  a  mere  curacy. 
Such  being  the  case,  the  Bishop  had  not 
promoted  a  single  clergyman  who  was 
friendly  to  the  national  system,  though  there 
were  many  exemplary  men  in  his  diocese; 
yet  he  did  not  scruple  to  complain  that  the 
Crown  did  not  present  the  opponents  of 
that  system  to  the  livings  in  its  gift.  The 
Bishop  had,  indeed,  appointed  Mr.  Dalton, 
the  secretary  of  the  Protestant  Association 
of  Exeter  Hall,  who  had  never  received  a 
collegiate  education,  to  a  living  which  was 
founded  for  the  encouragement  of  such 
education.  That  Prelate,  however,  did  not 
stand  alone.  In  the  diocese  of  Fearns, 
whore  there  were  forty-four  livings  in  the 
presentation  of  the  Bishop,  not  a  single 
friend  to  the  national  system  of  education 
had  been  collated  to  a  living.  He  called 
upon  the  House  not  to  sanction  a  course  of 
proceeding  which  originated  with  a  miser- 
able faction. 

Mr.  NAPIER  :*  I  concur  in  the  en- 
comium passed  on  my  hou.  Colleague  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Mr.  Os- 
borne), and  I  am  quite  sure  that  whatever 
cause  he  will  take  upon  himself  to  advo- 
cate, he  will  not  attempt  to  carry  it  by  in- 
sinuating insult  against  any  gentleman  in 
his  presence,  or  calumniating  the  absent 


•  From  a  published  Report. 


who  cannot  reply.     But  I  shall  best  dis- 
charge  my  duty   to   myself  and   to   this 
House  by  entering  upon  the  present  sub- 
ject in  a  calm,  temperate  manner,  and  thus 
to   imitate  that  course  which  has  been 
taken  by  my  hon.  Colleague.     This,  in  my 
opinion,  will  be  a  more  judicious  course 
than  by  further  allusion  to  those  offensive 
expressions  which  have  been  so  unneces- 
sarily introduced  into  this  debate;  and  I 
hope  I  shall  be  pardoned  if  I  do  not  choose 
to  stoop  to  retort  those  imputations  which 
I  can  most  satisfactorily  refute.     I  shall, 
therefore,  at  once  go  to  the  real  question, 
and  which  is  not  what  position  the  Bishop 
of  Waterford  may  occupy  in  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Osborne),  nor  what 
he  may  do  in  the  exercise  of  his  duty  as  a 
bishop;  but  the  question  is  this,  whether  a 
body  of  men  composing  so  large  a  portion 
of  the  bishops  and  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland,  and  so  many  thousands 
of  the  laity  of  that  country — a  body  of  men 
of  the  highest  character  for  piety  and  learn-, 
ing,  but  a  body  of  men  who  are  now  called 
a  **  faction" — whether  they  and  their  hum- 
bler Protestant  brethren  shall  be  excluded 
from  a  share  in  those  privileges  which  are 
granted  to  all  other  classes  and  denomina- 
tions ?  They  are,  to  be  sure,  called  a  **  fac- 
tion;** but  that  is  a  designation  which  I  am 
sure  no  sensible  man  in  this  House  will 
sanction,  and  which  especially  no  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  will,  at  this 
time,  publicly  countenance.     To  call  those 
men   who  are  actuated  by  conscientious 
scruples  in  favour  of  the  great  principle  of 
Protestantism  a  *'  faction,**  was  a  most  un- 
just charge  on  the  part  of  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber;  but  it  was  well  for  them  that  their 
conscientious   objections  were   not  to   be 
measured  by  that  hon.  Gentleman *s  judg- 
ment— their  consciences  were  not  in  his 
keeping.     As  they  entertain  these  objec- 
tions to  the  system  of  national  education 
in  Ireland,  and  as  I  am  now  prepared  to 
show  that  such  objections  are  not  only  en- 
tertained by  the  majority  of  the  Protestant 
clergy,  but  by  a  large  body  of  the  Pro- 
testant laity,  their  conscientious  opinions 
should  be  respected  and  fairly  considered; 
all  they  required  was  to  have  a  calm  and 
candid  consideration  of  their  claims,  and  I 
do  not  apprehend  impatience.     I  have  al- 
ways been  heard  with  great  kindness  and 
attention  by  this  House — it  has  manifested 
towards  me  great  indulgence,  and  I  trust 
that  the  House  will  now  give  me  their  at- 
tention while  I  shall  bring  under  its  con- 
sideration the  subject  of  the  Church  Educa- 
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tion  Society.  I  hope  hon.  Members  will 
give  me  an  impartial  hearing,  and  give  the 
subject  subsequent  reflection;  as  whatever 
the  result  which,  in  the  end,  shall  be  here- 
after arrived  at,  it  must  be  satisfactory  to 
have  the  whole  question  comprehensively 
submitted  for  future  consideration.  It  is 
right  to  premise  that  we  are  not  necessarily 
discussing  the  question  whether  the  system 
of  national  education  should  have  been  es- 
tablished or  should  be  continued  in  Ireland, 
though  I  conscientiously  protest  against  it 
80  far  as  the  principle  of  Scriptural  educa- 
tion is  concerned;  but  here  are  two  sys- 
tems of  education  now  existing  in  Ireland 
— and  what  I  complain  of  is,  that  consid- 
ering the  acknowledged  basis  of  aid  for 
education  now  adopted  in  England,  that' 
you  support  in  Ireland  the  one  system,  and 
repudiate  the  other :  that  while  you  pay 
all  attention  to  the  conscientious  objections 
of  one  party,  you  manifest  no  deference  to 
the  conscientious  feelings  of  the  other 
party,  namely,  the  great  majority  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  a 
large  proportion  of  the  Protestant  laity  of 
Ireland.  I  ask,  where  is  there  any  de- 
ference manifested  to  the  conscientious  ob- 
jections of  this  large  body  of  Protestants 
in  Ireland  ?  Why  not  deal  out  towards 
them  fair,  equal,  and  impartial  justice? 
And  surely,  in  point  of  fairness  and  of  com- 
mon sense,  if  you  establish  a  system  of 
education  on  certain  principles  out  of  de 
ference  to  the  conscientious  objections  of 
some,  it  must  be  most  impolitic  and  incon- 
sistent with  your  own  principle  to  pass  over 
the  claims  of  another  considerable  class  of 
persons,  who  also  entertain  their  conscien- 
tious scruples;  and  it  is  upon  this  ground 
that  I  ask  your  calm  and  fair  judgment.  If 
you  have  established  a  system  which  is  ob- 
jected to  as  a  partial  system,  as  a  system 
that  is  narrow  and  unsound;  and  if  we  ask 
you  to  modify  that  system  so  as  to  extend 
its  benefits  to  all,  are  we  to  be  told  that  we 
have  no  right  to  this  fair  demand  because 
that  there  is  another  class  who  differ  from 
us  ?  Now  what  is  the  result  of  such  a  prin- 
ciple? Why  it  is  this,  that  all  who  con- 
scientiously object  to  this  system  of  na- 
tional education  as  it  now  stands,  shall  be 
debarred  from  all  public  assistance,  and 
thus  you  confine  the  public  grant  to  one 
class,  instead  of  adopting  those  modifica- 
tions which  would  enable  you  to  extend  it 
to  all.  But  you  have  adopted  this  latter 
plan  in  England — a  plan  which  is  founded 
on  the  principle  of  equal  justice  to  all. 
And  how  can  that  principle  which  is  found- 


ed on  the  rights  of  conscience,  and  which 
is  esteemed  to  be  a  good  principle  in  Eng- 
land, how  can  that  be  a  bad  principle  in 
Ireland  ?  Why  should  we  thus  have  one 
system  in  England,  and  another  system  in 
Ireland  ?  You  have  yielded  in  England  to 
conscientious  objections,  and  why  not  act 
on  the  same  principle  towards  Ireland? 
and  in  not  doing  so,  you  must  be  either 
doing  what  is  wrong  in  England,  or  you 
must  be  acting  unjustly  towards  Ireland. 
But  how  did  matters  stand  when  this  na- 
tional system  of  education  was  first  started? 
And  here  I  must  observe,  that  I  did  not 
anticipate  any  very  lengthened  discussion 
on  this  question  at  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  that  it  was  rather  my  intention 
merely  to  have  given  my  simple  concur- 
rence in  what  I  knew  would  come  from  my 
hon.  Colleague,  whose  sentiments  are  in 
perfect  accordance  with  my  own;  and  who, 
in  his  statement,  has  brought  the  matter 
fully  and  fairly  before  the  House,  not  with 
the  design  to  throw  any  obstructions  in  the 
way  of  the  Government,  but  to  induce  them 
to  have  the  itfatter  fairly  and  calmly  con- 
sidered hereafter,  before  another  Session 
closes.  As  regards  myself,  but  for  the 
manner  in  which  his  statement  has  been 
met,  I  would  have  been  satisfied  to  have 
added  the  simple  expression  of  my  concur- 
rence to  the  statement  of  my  hon.  Friend 
— a  statement  which,  when  it  goes  forth  to 
the  people  of  England,  and  when  they 
soberly  reflect  on  it,  I  am  fully  satisfied 
that  it  will  have  its  due  influence  on  them, 
and  that  it  will  find  its  way  to  their  hearts 
and  to  their  consciences.  But  we  are 
charged  with  bigotry;  now,  instead  of  deal- 
ing in  such  clap-trap  language,  let  us  dis- 
cuss this  question  quietly  and  calmly  upon 
its  merits,  and  if  I  urge  my  observations 
on  sound  principles,  let  them  have  their 
due  weight;  but  let  us  not,  as  has  been  at- 
tempted to  be  done,  by  indulging  in  calum- 
nies and  imputations,  lead  away  the  House 
into  topics  which  cannot  tend  to  any  dis- 
passionate conclusion.  Now  what  was  the 
course  which  was  adopted  in  Ireland  before 
the  establishment  of  the  National  Board  ? 
The  practice  was,  that  in  every  school  in 
Ireland  there  was  a  bible  class,  and  all  the 
children  capable  of  reading  with  advantage 
took  their  places  in  this  bible  class — so 
soon  as  their  proficiency  in  reading  quali- 
fied them  to  read  with  profit,  they  were  ad- 
vanced to  this  bible  class,  in  which  the 
Scriptures  were  daily  read.  The  rule  was, 
that  the  Scriptures  should  be  read,  but 
everything  of  a  controversial  character  waA 
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carefully  exoluded,  and  all  catecbetical  in- 
Btruotion,  nor  were  either  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics or  Dissenters  required  to  he  taught 
in  the  formularies  of  the  Church;  hut  that 
a  hihle  class  should  exist,  that  was  requir- 
ed. There  exists  in  this  country  a  very 
large  society  and  a  very  nohle  one — the 
British  and  Foreign  School  Society,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  in  stating  the  principle  of 
that  society,  on  a  recent  occasion,  said,  it 
was  a  principle  which  he  held  dear  and  sa- 
ered;  that  •*  this  principle  was  founded  on 
the  entire  sufficiency  and  the  universal  use 
of  the  Word  of  God.*'  And,  I  think,  I 
cannot  give  a  better  statement  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  principle  of  the  education  that 
existed  in  Ireland  up  to  the  establishment 
of  the  National  Board  in  Ireland.  The 
principle  is  also  stated  by  Lord  Stanley  in 
these  words : — 

**  The  determination  to  enforce  in  all  their 
lohools  the  reading  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  without 
note  or  comment  was  undoubtedly  taken  with  the 
purest  motives — with  the  wish  at  once  to  connect 
religious  with  moral  and  literary  education  ;  and, 
»t  the  same  time,  not  to  run  the  risk  of  wounding 
the  peculiar  feelings  of  any  sect  by  catechetical 
instruction  or  comments,  which  might  tend  to  sub- 
jects of  polemical  controversy." 

There  is  the  principle  of  the  whole  system 
that  had  been  adopted  previous  to  that 
time.  The  House  is  aware  that,  before 
the  Union,  there  was  no  effective  system  of 
education  existing  in  Ireland.  It  was  sub- 
sequently proposed  to  remodel  the  parochial 
system,  and  to  add  supplementary  schools, 
into  which  a  new  plan  of  education  was  to 
be  introduced,  leaving  the  parochial  edu- 
cation under  the  control  of  the  bishops  and 
clergy.  There  were  several  Commissions 
on  education.  In  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mission of  1812  it  is  suggested,  that  the 
institutions  which  then  existed  should  re- 
main under  their  then  managers,  and  that 
the  spirit  of  improvement  already  mani- 
fested among  them  should  be  left  to  operate 
undisturbed  under  the  influence  of  that 
emulation  which  the  new  establishments 
would  naturally  excite.  The  report  pro- 
ceeded thus : — 

"  For  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  more  exactly 
the  number  of  those  supplementary  schools,  for  se- 
lecting proper  situations  for  erecting  and  establish- 
ing them  where  wanted,  for  prescribing  the  mode 
Of  education  to  be  pursued,  and  for  the  general  su- 
perintendence of  them,  we  are  of  opinion  that  a 
board  of  commissioners,  as  above  mentioned, 
should  be  appointed,  under  the  authority  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  empowering  them  to  receive 
and  dispose  of  Parliamentary  grants  for  building 


and  endowing  schools,  to  purchase  or  accept  con- 
veyances for  the  sites  of  such  schools,  to  decide  in 
the  last  resort  on  the  appointment,  conduct,  and 
dismissal  of  nuusters,  to  prescribe  the  course  and 
mode  of  education,  to  provide  for  the  expense  of 
fiirnishing  books,  and  to  have  a  general  control 
over  the  whole  of  the  proposed  establishments  for 
the  instruction  of  the  lower  classes. " 

And  again,  on  the  subject  of  books,  it 
says — 

"  In  such  selection  of  books  for  the  new  schools, 
we  doubt  not  but  it  will  be  found  practicable  to 
mtroduce  not  only  a  number  of  books  in  which 
moral  principles  will  be  inculcated  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  is  likely  to  make  deep  and  lasting  impres- 
sions on  the  youthful  mind,  but  also  ample  ex- 
tracts from  the  sacred  Scriptures  themselves,  an 
early  acquaintance  with  which  we  deem  of  the 
utmost  importance,  and  indeed  indispensable  in 
forming  the  mind  to  just  notions  or  duty  and 
sound  principles  of  conduct." 

I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  read  these  ex* 
tracts  from  that  report,  as  it  has  some* 
times  been  referred  to  as  the  foundation  of 
the  present  system  of  national  education  in 
Ireland.  If  the  claims  of  the  Church  Edu- 
cation Society  were  recognised,  there  might 
be  some  pretence  for  that  suggestion.  But 
it  so  happened  that  some  question  arose 
as  to  what  was  the  intention  of  those  Com- 
missioners as  to  the  nature  of  that  report, 
and,  consequently,  a  correspondence  took 
place  between  the  late  Bishop  of  Ferns, 
who  was  the  principal  person  in  drawing 
up  that  report,  and  Sir  Robert  Peel,  who 
was  then  Secretary  for  Ireland.  It  was 
clearly  shown  that  the  principle  was  to 
improve  the  parochial  system  under  the 
control  of  the  bishops  and  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  to  add  supple- 
mentary schools  on  the  principles  embo- 
died in  the  report  itself.  In  the  year 
1825  there  was  another  report  from  Com- 
missioners on  the  subject  of  education, 
and  in  which  report  they  express  them- 
selves in  these  words,  that  they  were 
**  deeply  impressed  with  the  importance 
and  necessity  of  introducing  the  Scriptures 
into  all  institutions  for  the  education  of  the 
people  as  a  fundamental  part  of  the  in- 
struction." Next,  there  was  a  third  report 
in  1827,  to  which  I  beg  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House;  and  here  we  have  five 
Commissioners,  but  two  of  these  five  made 
a  separate  report,  and  one  of  the  two  gen- 
tlemen who  made  the  separate  report  was 
a  party  to  the  report  of  1812;  and  what  is 
their  language  ? — 

"  We  feel  strongly  that  the  unexampled  im- 
provement which  has  taken  place  within  a  short 
period  in  the  education  of  the  peasantry  of  Ireland, 
ought  duly  to  be  ajfprehended,  before  any  of  the 
means  by  which  it  has  been  produced  shall  be  de- 
stroyed or  endangered.  In  our  second  report  there 
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appears  11,823  sohools,  a  greaier  number  than 
there  is  to  be  found  in  any  other  country,  consid- 
ering the  population.  About  twenty  years  ago  the 
Scriptures  were  not  read  in  600  schools  ;  at  the 
time  of  our  second  report  they  were  read  In  6,058 
daily  schools,  and  1,964  Sunday  schools.  It  is 
further  very  worthy  of  remark,  that  of  the  6,058 
daily  schools  in  which  the  Scriptures  are  now  read, 
only  1,879  are  connected  with  any  societies  what- 
ever, whether  those  aided  by  the  Government,  or 
those  supported  by  individual  contributions.  In 
the  remaining  4,179  schools,  the  Scriptures  have, 
of  late  years,  been  adopted  by  the  voluntary 
choice  of  the  conductors  and  teachers,  the  latter 
of  whom  are  generally  dependent  for  their  liveli- 
hood upon  the  pleasure  of  the  parents  of  their 
pupils — a  signal  proof  that  there  is  no  repugnance 
to  scriptural  instruction  among  the  people,  and 
not  less  an  illustration  of  the  effects  silently  pro- 
duced by  the  example  and  competition  of  better 
institutions  upon  the  common  schools  of  the 
country ;  any  experiment  ought  to  be  considered 
aa  an  accompaniment  to  those  means  which  expe- 
rience had  proved  to  be  useful,  and  not  as  leading 
to  the  suppression  of  any  tried  instrument  of 
good." 

I  feel  it  most  important  and  most  neces- 
8ary  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
these  facts,  as  it  brings  before  hon.  Mem- 
bers, in  an  authentic  form,  the  state  of 
education  in  Ireland  before  the  establish- 
ment of  the  system  of  national  education 
in  1831,  and  because  the  all-important 
fact  is  thus  clearly  proved,  the  perfect  wil- 
lingness of  the  people  to  receive  the  Scrip- 
tures, and  to  attend  those  schools  where 
the  Scriptures  were  read.  But  there  is 
another  circumstance  to  which  I  would 
call  attention,  that,  in  those  schools  which 
were  kept  by  Roman  Catholic  masters,  in 
2,607  the  Scriptures  were  read,  in  2,886 
ihey  were  not  read,  in  2,076  no  returns 
were  received;  and  2,049  schools  were  in 
connexion  with  Scriptural  Societies  in  the 
year  1831,  the  very  year  in  which  the 
National  Board  was  established ;  about 
300,000  Roman  Catholic  children  were  in 
attendance  in  Scriptural  schools,  and  re- 
ceiving a  Scriptural  education — that  was 
the  state  of  things  in  the  year  1831.  I 
fully  admit  that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
pot  the  people — an  important  distinction — 
began  at  this  time  to  give  the  most  strenu- 
ous opposition  to  Scriptural  schools,  to 
those  schools  in  which  the  Scriptures  were 
read  and  used.  Various  eflforts  were  made 
by  the  Romish  clergy  to  counteract  the 
working  of  these  schools,  and  it  was  stated 
as  the  ground  of  that  opposition  what  I  may 
express  in  the  language  of  Dr.  Murray,  the 
Roman  Catholic  Archbishop,  in  reference 
to  the  Kildare-place  Society :  *•  because  it 
puts  forward  a  principle  which  we  hold  to 
be  erroneous,  that  the  Sacred  Scriptures 


be  read  in  all  the  schools  to  which  it  com* 
municates  aid."  You  will  observe  that  the 
objection  was  not  stated  with  regard  to 
any  particular  version  of  the  Scnpturea, 
because  the  Kildare-place  Society  allowed 
the  Douay  version  to  the  Roman  Catholio 
scholars,  and  the  authorised  version  to  the 
Protestant  scholars,  thus  anticipating  any 
objection  which  might  be  advanced  as  re* 
gards  the  translation  of  the  Scriptures; 
for  while  the  rule  of  that  society  was 
that  the  Scriptures  were  to  be  read,  they 
did  not  at  all  interfere  with  the  peculiar 
tenets  of  their  Roman  Catholic  pupils,  ex- 
cept so  far  as  the  knowledge  of  the  Scrip- 
ture might  subsequently  operate  by '  its 
own  intrinsic  eflScacy;  they  gave  them  the 
Douay  version,  but  that  was  objected  to  on 
the  part  of  the  Roman  Cathojic  clergy; 
and  it  is  not  my  purpose  on  this  occasion 
to  discuss,  though  I  cannot  but  protest 
against,  their  right  to  make  that  objection. 
One  party  says,  **  The  Scriptures  should 
be  introduced  into  schools;'*  that  this  is  a 
fair  and  legitimate  principle,  as  wide  and 
tolerant  as  the  basis  of  revealed  religion, 
while  they  avow  themselves  as  not  intend- 
ing directly  to  interfere  with  the  con- 
sciences of  the  children  ;  and  they  ask 
this  right  on  the  broad  principles  of  Chris- 
tianity—on that  broad  principle  which  I 
now  ask  you  to  maintain  and  recognise. 
But  there  is  another  party  who  say,  **  We 
object  to  the  introduction  of  the  Scriptures 
into  schools,  and  we  think  you  are  wrong 
in  requiring  their  introduction."  Here 
then  you  have  two  antagonistic  principles 
or  systems — and  what  have  you  done? 
You  uphold  the  one,  and  you  put  down  the 
other;  by  your  present  conduct  you  bare 
not  applied  impartially  to  both,  the  general 
principles  of  religious  liberty,  but  you 
have  virtually  given  the  preference  to  one 
of  those  conflicting  principles,  and  for  that 
preference  you  select  the  one  which  is  op- 
posed to  the  doctrine  of  that  religion  on 
the  principles  of  which  the  constitution  of 
this  country  is  settled.  I  say  this,  that 
you  should  not  have  made  that  system 
which  is  conformable  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
established  religion  of  the  country,  nay, 
more,  to  general  Protestantism,  the  special 
system  for  exclusion  from  public  support: 
if  there  was  to  be  a  preference,  that  sys- 
tem which  you  exclude  should  have  the 
preference  ;  but  this  existing  system  of 
education  can  be  so  extended  as  to  in- 
clude in  it  all  the  benefits  we  ask.  These 
were  the  two  antagonistic  principles  which 
laid  the  foundation  of  Lord  Stanley's  po« 
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licy;  and  yet  while  one  of  these  principles, 
the  Scripture  principle,  is  that  of  the  Brit- 
ish and  Foreign  School  Society,  and  which 
has  not  only  the  honour  of  having  the 
nohle  Lord  as  one  of  its  Presidents,  hut 
which  receives  in  England  grants  from  the 
puhlic  funds — ^yet  the  British  and  Foreign 
School  Society  is  conducted  precisely  on 
the  same  principles  that  were  adopted  by 
the  Kildare-place  Society,  and  which  are 
now  followed  out,  with  a  modification  in 
favour  of  the  children  of  Episcopalian 
parents,  by  the  Church  Education  Society 
for  Ireland.  So  that  here  we  have  the 
British  and  Foreign  School  Society  in 
England,  which  is  conducted  on  the  same 
Scriptural  principles  as  the  Church  Educa- 
tion Society  in  Ireland,  receiving  aid  from 
the  public  funds,  while  that  aid  is  denied 
to  a  similar  society  in  Ireland,  which  is 
also'  conducted  on  Scriptural  principles.  Is 
that  fair  ?  Is  that  just  ?  I  do  not  want 
now  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by 
entering  into  those  irrelevant  matters 
which  were  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  W. 
Somerville).  I  freely  admit,  however,  all 
he  has  stated  as  to  the  great  respectability 
of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Woodward.  But  when  the 
right  hon.  Secretary  states  that  objections 
to  the  national  system  of  education  in 
Ireland  are  fast  vanishing,  I  must  deny 
that  assertion.  Had  we  not  nearly  1 ,600 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  petitioning  against  this  system  ? 
We  have  in  this  Session  presented  more 
than  258  petitions  from  various  parishes 
against  this  system.  This  very  day  I  pre- 
sented fifty-eight  petitions  from  different 
parishes  against  it;  and  previous  petitions 
were  presented  which  were  signed  by  u 
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wards  of  60,000  individuals,  and  3,000 
clergy,  and  nobility,  and  gentry  of  rank. 
Do  such  facts  prove  that  the  objections  to 
the  National  Board  are  fast  diminishing  ? 
Quite  the  reverse.  If  the  Government 
really  believed  that  the  objections  were 
thus  diminishing,  if  they  had  confidence 
in  the  system  as  sound  in  itself,  why  is  it 
necessary  to  call  in  the  aid  of  the  tempta- 
tions of  patronage  ?  Why  is  it  necessary 
to  make  it  a  principle  inflexible  to  exer- 
cise their  patronage  to  persuade — to  add 
the  "pressure  from  without  "  on  the  Irish 
clergy,  to  effect  some  diminution  in  the 
amount  of  those  objections  which  do  exist 
up  to  the  present  time  against  the  National 
system  ?  And  when  it  was  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Osborne) 
that  some  of  the  bishops,  in  the  exercise 


of  their  episcopal  patronage,  excluded 
those  men  who  were  supposed  to  be  fa- 
vourable to  the  National  Board,  and  that 
they  preferred  those  who  were  its  op- 
ponents, that  hon.  Member  was  most  un- 
fortunate in  his  selection,  as  among  all  the 
bishops  in  Ireland  he  could  not  have  se- 
lected men  who,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
patronage — who,  in  the  discharge  of  their 
episcopal  duties — are  more  entitled  to  the 
respect,  the  esteem,  and  the  reverence  of 
every  man  who  knows  those  prelates.  Has 
he  shown  any  case  of  the  exclusion  of  a 
better  man  than  the  one  promoted  ?  Of 
one  of  those  bishops,  the  Bishop  of  Os- 
sory,  I  must,  as  an  Irishman,  feel  truly 
proud — an  honour  to  that  university  #hich 
I  have  the  high  privilege  to  represent — ^he 
is  a  man  whose  learning  is  only  exceeded 
by  his  sterling  piety  and  love  of  truth;  of 
unblemished  reputation,  great  literary  at- 
tainments, clear,  calm,  accurate  and  pro- 
found; of  whom  Dr.  Chalmers  remarked, 
that  Ireland  did  not  produce  such  a  man 
since  the  days  of  Ussher.  Si  cn'o,  erro 
cum  Platone,  And  as  to  the  Bishop  of 
Cashel,  I  shall  not  say  more  than  this — 
character  is  a  shield  against  calumny;  his 
character  could  not  be  affected  by  any  ob- 
servation that  might  be  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex. But  does  that  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  suppose  that  I  am  to  be  held  ac- 
countable for  every  argument  or  suggestion 
which  may  be  put  forward  when  I  am  pre- 
sent ?  I  would  be  very  sorry  should  such 
be  the  case,  for  then  I  should  feel  it  to  be 
my  duty  to  be  occasionally  absent  from  my 
place  in  this  House.  It  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  put  forward  anything  which  may  be 
deemed  offensive  to  the  conscience  of  any 
person  who  differs  from  me;  and  therefore 
I  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  I  am  only 
commenting  on  the  principles  of  the  two 
Churches  as  they  are  acknowledged,  as 
matters  of  fact,  as  they  present  themselves 
to  our  minds,  as  antagonistic  principles;  for 
what  I  contend  for  is,  that  the  National 
Board  is  founded  on  the  principle  of  con- 
cession to  the  Church  of  Rome;  it  is  found- 
ed on  a  principle  which  is  the  denial  of  the 
principle  of  the  Protestant  Church.  ["  No, 
no  !*'j  But  we  say  Yes,  yes.  Our  opinion, 
if  not  as  correct,  is  as  conscientious  as  that 
of  those  who  now  deny  my  position.  You 
enable  the  Roman  Catholic  priest  to  have 
a  united  education  for  a  mixed  attendance 
of  children,  at  the  public  expense,  accord- 
ing to  his  principles;  but  you  do  not  enable 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
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Ireland  to  have  what  they  deem  essential 
— an  united  education  on  their  principles, 
and  which  is  the  great  ohject  that  should 
he  accomplished;  and  this  is  a  point  to 
which  I  would  especially  direct  your  atten- 
tion,  because  the  National  Board,  in  this 
view  of  it,  and  on  the  principle  stated  by 
Lord  Stanley  himself,  cannot,  without  mo- 
dification, become  in  Ireland  a  system  of 
general  national  education.  But  it  has 
been  said,  that  there  could  not  be  a  com- 
bined system  of  education  on  the  principles 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church.  I 
shall  take  the  converse  of  that  proposition 
— and  here  let  me  refer  to  one  of  the  rules 
of  the  National  Board  as  to  religious  in- 
struction, and  here  we  are  informed,  that 
**  they  will  require  that  the  schools  be  kept 
open  for  a  certain  number  of  hours,  on  four 
or  five  days  in  the  week,  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Commissioners,  for  moral  and  literary 
instruction  only;  and  that  the  remaining 
one  or  two  days  in  the  week  be  set  apart 
for  giving  separately  such  religious  educa- 
tion to  the  children  as  may  be  approved  of 
by  the  clergy  of  their  respective  persua- 
sions;" so  that  here,  while  the  **  literary 
and  moral  education"  is  provided  for  as 
regards  every  day,  this  separate  and  reli- 
gious education  is  excluded  from  school 
teaching,  and  is  thrown  on  some  separate 
day — it  is  subsequently  reduced  to  *'  part 
of  a  day."  But  it  is  not  united  religious 
instruction;  it  is  to  be  on  a  special  day, 
not  a  school  day,  or  else  it  is  before  or  after 
the  ordinary  school  hours  on  school  days, 
and  confined  to  such  children  of  Roman 
Catholics  as  get  permission  to  attend.  But 
with  this  religious  instruction  the  Board 
only  interferes  so  far  as  to  afford  the  op- 
portunity, or  rather  not  prohibiting  out  of 
school  hours — they  merely  afford  the  op- 
portunity to  any  persons  out  of  school  hours. 
This  is  a  pretence;  for  as  to  what  takes 
place  out  of  school  hours,  it  does  not  re- 
quire a  rule  of  the  Board  to  say,  people 
may  do  what  they  like.  In  a  part  of  Lord 
Stanley's  letter,  it  is  stated,  that  the  Kil- 
dare- place  Society  required  the  New  Tes- 
tament to  be  read  *•  without  note  or  com- 
ment by  the  children;  and  that  that  must 
be  peculiarly  obhoxious  to  a  Church  which 
denies  even  to  adults  the  right  of  unaided 
private  interpretation  of  the  sacred  volume 
in  articles  of  religious  belief" — in  fact,  that 
it  was  a  principle  contrary  to  the  doctrine 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church;  then  how 
does  the  matter  stand  ?  The  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church  say,  that  it  is  their 
conscientious  opinion  that  there  should  be 


no  restriction  whatever  antecedently  and 
expressly  put  on  the  use  of  the  Scriptures 
in  the  school,  during  the  school  hours. 
That  is  their  opinion;  that  it  is  so,  is  a 
matter  of  fact,  be  it  right  or  be  it  wrong — 
that  is  conscientiously  their  principle;  but 
it  is  said  on  the  other  side,  that  that  can- 
not be  acted  on,  without  coming  in  con- 
tact with  the  conscientious  principles  of  the 
priests  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
Thus  you  have  two  sets  of  men  who  are 
opposed  to  each  other  on  conscientious 
grounds;  they  entertain  different  views, 
and  you  cannot  please  both;  you  cannot 
place  them  on  the  same  identical  founda- 
tion; and  as  you  cannot  select  one  party, 
without  placing  yourselves  in  opposition  to 
the  conscientious  views  of  the  other  party, 
why  not  then  do  for  Ireland  as  you  have 
done  in  England  ?  You  have  very  recently 
granted  a  share  of  the  public  funds  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  body  in  England;  and 
while  you  make  their  schools  subject  to 
your  inspection  as  regards  secular  educa- 
tion, you  leave  them  entirely  free  as  re- 
gards religious  education — you  leave  them 
at  perfect  liberty  to  conduct  their  own 
schools  on  their  own  religious  principles; 
you  give  them  the  required  grants — you 
grant  stipends  for  their  teachers — ^you  aid 
them  from  the  public  funds,  but  you  leave 
them  free  and  unshackled  as  to  their  reli- 
gious teaching.  There  is  another  subject 
to  which  I  would  wish  to  refer.  Accor- 
ding to  the  original  constitution  of  the  na- 
tional system  of  education,  Lord  Stanley 
says  in  that  letter,  which  is  called  the 
Magna  Charta  of  the  Board — 

"  Although  it  is  not  designed  to  exclude  from 
the  list  of  books  for  the  combined  instruction,  such 
portions  of  sacred  history,  or  of  religious  or  moral 
teaching,  as  may  be  approved  of  by  the  Board,  it 
is  to  be  understood  that  it  is  by  no  means  intended 
to  convey  a  perfect  and  sufficient  religious  educa- 
tion, or  to  supersede  the  necessity  of  separate  re- 
ligious instruction  ob  the  day  set  apart  for  that 
purpose.'* 

And  again  we  are  informed  in  one  of  the 
reports  of  the  National  Board,  that — 

"  Besides  works  on  the  ordinary  subjects  of 
education,  wO  have  compiled  and  printed  two 
numbers  of  a  series  of  lessons  from  the  Holy 
Scriptures,  one  from  the  Old,  the  other  from  the 
New  Testament ;  and  we  propose  to  go  on  adding 
to  them,  until  we  complete  a  copious  abstract  of 
the  narrative  parts  of  the  sacred  volume,  inter- 
spersed with  suitable  passages  from  the  poetical 
and  didactic  parts  of  it.  We  proceed  on  the  un- 
dertaking with  perfect  unanimity,  and  anticipate 
from  the  general  circulation  of  the  work  the  best 
results." 

It  happened,  that  when  the  national  sys- 
tem was  first  established,  by  reason  of  Uie 
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intimation  conveyed  in  Lord  Stanley's 
letter,  the  objections  of  many  persons 
against  the  system  which  would  exclude 
Scripture,  were  softened  down,  on  this 
principle,  that  they  expected  that  such  se- 
lections from  Scripture  might  be  made  for 
combined  education,  in  which  both  parties 
might  agree;  and  so  they  acted  on  the 
adage,  "  that  half  a  loaf  was  better  than 
no  bread!  "  Well,  extracts  from  the 
Scriptures  were  advertised,  as  I  have  said; 
and  all  persons  were  afterwards  invited  to 
make  application  for  aid  for  schools,  and 
they  were  all  led  to  believe  that  suitable 
selections  would  be  made  from  time  to 
time;  but  what,  after  all  that  intimation 
which  I  have  read,  what  now  is  the  case  ? 
Why,  what  were  called  extracts,  were  pre- 
pared, and  for  a  time  used;  they  certainly 
appeared  very  objectionable,  erroneous  in 
the  text  as  in  the  notes;  but  still,  instead 
of  "their  general  circulation,'*  they  are 
now  put  in  the  same  category  as  the  Scrip- 
tures themselves;  the  Board  have  excluded 
them  also,  so  that  there  is  nothing  now  to 
afford  any  portion  of  Scriptural  instruction 
dtkring  school  hours.  There  are  no  means 
on  the  part  of  the  Board  to  have  religious 
instruction  given  to  the  children,  although 
every  facility,  as  it  is  said,  is  given,  when 
the  school  is  broken  up,  for  that  purpose, 
or  else  before  or  after  school  hours,  for 
such  as  get  special  permission  to  attend; 
and  on  this  subject  I  have  only  to  refer  to 
the  report  of  the  National  Board  for 
1836,  in  which  there  is  this  explicit 
edict : — 

**  As  the  introduction  of  tho  Bible  into  schools 
for  common  education  has  created  much  conten- 
tion and  dispute,  and  prevented  a  large  proportion 
of  the  poorer  classes  of  Ireland  &om  sending 
their  children  to  schools  receiving  Government 
aid,  it  is  not  to  be  introduced  during  the  hours 
set  apart  for  common  education,  but  every  facility 
18  to  be  given  for  the  reading  and  explaining  of 
the  Scriptures,  cither  before  or  after  these  hours." 
— "  All  books  used  in  the  schools  during  the  hours 
of  general  instruction,  are  to  receive  the  sanction 
of  the  Board." 

But  what  are  the  books  which  have  re- 
ceived this  sanction  ?  **  Those  which  the 
Board  have  already  sanctioned,  are  the 
school  books  of  the  Kildare-place  Society;" 
the  books  of  that  society  from  which  the 
public  grants  were  withdrawn,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  are  the 
very  books  used  and  sanctioned  by  the  Na- 
tional Board  of  Education  in  Ireland.  I 
hope  the  House  will  excuse  me  if  I  tres- 

rkss  on  its  attention  on  this  point,  which 
wish  to  bring  out  as  clearly  as  I  see  it 


myself.  I  wish  to  place  the  subject,  so  far 
as  I  am  able,  before  you  in  such  a  way  as 
to  prepare  you  for  a  mature  consideration 
of  it  hereafter.  If  this  system  of  educa- 
tion for  Ireland  was  constructed  out  of 
deference  to  the  objections  that  hate  been 
made  and  urged  by  the  clergy  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholio  Church,  and  in  conformity 
with  the  views  of  men  who  conscientiously, 
we  will  suppose,  opposed  the  use  of  the 
Holy  Scriptures  in  the  schools,  being  at 
variance  with  the  principles  of  their  Church, 
and  principles  which  are  in  opposition  to 
those  views  that  are  entertained  by  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land— I  ask  you  this,  however  good  the 
system  may  be,  is  it  your  duty  to  force  it 
on  those  who  consistently  object  to  it,  and 
thus  to  do  violence  to  their  consciences  ? 
Such  a  proceeding  is  neither  just  nor  con- 
sistent. Is  it  not  an  attempt  on  your  part 
to  corrupt  the  consciences  of  those  who 
differ  from  the  Church  of  Rome?  Let 
those  who  can  conscientiously  accept  the 
aid  which  this  system,  as  it  is  administered, 
affords,  let  them  take  it,  and  much  good 
may  it  do  them;  but  on  those  who  do  ob- 
ject to  the  National  Board,  in  its  special  ex- 
clusion of  Scripture  from^ united  education 
under  its  system,  do  not  force  its  accept- 
ance as  the  only  condition  on  which  public 
money  will  be  given;  and  I  ask,  because 
they  feel  themselves  compelled  not  to  re- 
ceive aid  on  that  condition,  will  you  deny 
them  that  assistance  which  they  require 
from  the  public  funds,  for  giving  sound, 
wholesome  instruction  to  the  young  popu- 
lation ?  Because  they  cannot  concur  in  a 
system  from  which  they  conscientiously 
differ,  are  they  then  to  be  deprived  of  all 
public  aid  ?  Allusion  has  been  made  to 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of  Os- 
sory,  as  one  who  is  most  strenuously  op- 
posed to  this  National  Board  of  Education; 
and  there  is  no  man  more  capable  of  in- 
vestigating truth,  or  of  detecting  and  ex- 
posing sophistry  and  error;  and  up  to  this 
hour  there  is  no  man  who  is  more  decided 
in  opinion  against  the  principle  of  this 
Board.  There  can  be  no  more  influential 
opponent  to  that  system,  nor  one  whose 
authority  should  carry  greater  weight, 
than  that  eminent  and  able  prelate.  Here, 
then,  you  have  a  man  who  thoroughly  un- 
derstands that  system;  and  if  his  clear, 
candid,  and  penetrating  judgment  could 
be  convinced  that  this  system  of  national 
education  that  now  exists  in  Ireland 
was  not  a  system  which  stands  opposed  to 
the  great  principle  of  Protestanlism,  I  will 
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answer  on  his  bebalf,  that  his  opposition 
would  not  exist  for  one  evanescent  mo- 
ment. When  such  a  mind  as  his  is  con- 
vinced of  the  evil  of  this  system  of  educa- 
tion, I  do  not  think  it  is  quite  fair  to  charge 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ir^and  with  bigotry,  because  they  can- 
not bring  their  consciences  into  tune  with 
the  opinions  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex,  however  much  '  they 
might  wish  it.  In  the  view  of  it  which 
they  have  taken,'  I  can  only  say  for  my- 
self, that  in  that  respect  I  entirely  go  along 
with  them;  for,  after  the  most  minute  and 
anxious  investigation  of  this  subject  over 
and  over  again,  and  having  heard  and  read 
many  speeches  and  pamphlets  on  the  sub- 
ject, I  continue  to  differ  with  those  who 
find  no  ground  of  conscientious  objection 
to  the  national  system  as  administered  in 
Ireland.  But  it  is  not  necessary  you 
should  concur  with  my  view  or  theirs  :  it 
is  not  the  propriety  of  the  objection,  but 
the  fact  that  it  is  conscientious,  which 
should  govern  your  decision.  A  large 
proportion  of  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland,  and  the  Protestant  laity 
connected  with  that  Church,  ask  for  a  share 
in  the  public  funds  granted  for  education; 
but  the  Government  of  this  country  say, 
•*  We  will  give  you  a  share,  for  this  fund  is 
intended  to  assist  education  conducted  on  a 
comprehensive  principle  levelled  at  exclu- 
sion; but,  if  we  give  you  assistance,  it  is 
provided  only  that  you  assent  to  the  rules 
and  conditions  of  this  system  of  education 
which  we  have  framed. '  *  But  the  petitioners 
say,  **We  object  to  this  system:"  the  reply, 
however,  is — **  No  matter;  if  you  concur 
with  us — if  you  go  against  your  conscience 
you  will  get  help — if  you  do  not,  you  will 
nave  no  assistance,  you  will  get  nothing — 
if  you  violate  what  you  know  to  be  your 
conscientious  opinion  and  paramount  duty, 
you  may  then  look  forward  to  the  certainty 
of  aid,  and  the  prospect  of  Government 
preferment — you  may  then  reckon  on 
having  a  full  shore  in  the  public  grant; 
but  if  you  obey  the  dictates  of  your  con- 
science—  if  you  act  according  to  your 
judgment — if  you  concur  in  opinion  with 
some  of  the  wisest  and  the  best  of  men, 
you  shall  have  no  assistance  from  us;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  you  will  be  abused  or  ridi- 
culed as  bigots  by  certain  Liberal  Members 
of  this  House — that  will  be  the  reward  of 
your  conscientious  scruples."  And  such 
is  the  manifest  result  to  every  Irish  clergy- 
man and  to  every  Protestant  layman  who 
opposes  this  system  of  national  education; 


so  that,  while  we  see  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  permitted  to  carry  out  their  consci- 
entious views,  and  Dissenters  allowed  to 
carry  out  their  views — we  see  the  clergy  of 
the  Established  Church  stand  before  us  in 
the  anomalous  position  which  I  have  de- 
scribed. I  put  this  to  the  House — I  put 
it  to  every  Roman  Catholic — I  put  it  to 
every  Dissenter — I  put  it  on  the  principle 
of  common  sense — I  put  it  on  the  principle 
of  common  equity  and  of  common  justice--^ 
are  you  to  have  several  sects  in  Ireland  to 
all  of  whom  you  give  what  they  require, 
and  you  give  to  all  these  on  the  principle 
of  allowance  for  conscientious  objections, 
while  there  is  one  body  of  men  who  have 
also  their  conscientious  objections,  but 
which  you  refuse  to  recognise.  There  are 
certain  parties,  all  of  whom  profess  to  have 
conscientious  views,  and  you  protect  them 
in  those  views;  but  there  is  one  party  who 
are  to  remain  behind,  and  they  are  to  be 
disregarded;  and  in  alluding  to  that  party, 
I  need  not  now  dwell  on  their  faithful 
loyalty  and  manly  moderation  at  the  pre- 
sent crisis  in  Ireland;  I  speak  of  the  loyalty 
of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland — that  faithful 
body  of  whose  value  and  importance  in  Ire- 
land, to  England  and  British  connexion, 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  h^ad  of  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  but  be  conscious — is  that  body 
of  men  which  comprehends  so  many  of  the 
bishops,  the  clergy,  and  the  laity  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland — are  they 
to  be  neglected  ? — are  their  conscientious 
scruples — are  their  views  to  be  disrespected 
—  are  their  claims  to  be  disregarded  ? 
Meet  those  men,  I  say,  on  the  principle 
of  conscience  and  of  equity,  and  do  not 
deny  to  them  that  which  they  rightfully 
and  soberly  demand.  They  should  be 
respected  —  and  an  honest  man  and  an 
upright  statesman  will  always  respect  the 
hondfde  objections  of  such  a  body  of  men; 
and  it  is  because  of  the  bond  fide  objections 
of  these  men  that  they  cannot  participate 
in  the  benefits  of  this  system  of  education  : 
thay  believe  it  to  be  a  bad  system,  and 
therefore,  believing  this,  I  ask  you,  why 
should  you  refuse  them  that  assistance 
which  they  see  granted  to  every  other 
class  in  their  country  and  in  England? 
And  suppose  it  had  been  the  case  that, 
under  all  the  incentives  and  temptations, 
some  of  the  clergy  struggled  to  look  fa- 
vourably on  the  National  Board,  this  is  no 
argument  in  favour  of  its  principles;  for, 
as  a  matter  of  fact  it  is  notorious,  num- 
bers, out  of  their  reduced  incomes — re- 
duced in  a  manner    of   which    Englisk 
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Members  can  have  little  notion — liberally 
gave  in  aid  of  their  Scriptural  schools : 
they  would  rather  act  according  to  their 
principles,  though  to  their  great  embarrass- 
ment in  supporting  their  families,  than  vio- 
late their  consciences  by  accepting  aid 
from  a  Board  of  whose  principles  they 
could  not  approve.  Is  it  right  to  continue 
this  system  of  injustice — which  must,  if 
it  be  persevered  in  against  these  faithful 
men,  make  them  feel  that  their  case  alone 
was  not  to  be  considered;  and  that  there 
were  parties  to  be  found  in  this  House 
who  refused  them  that  protection  and 
assistance  which  they  so  well  deserv- 
ed ?  I  ask,  in  common  fairness  can  you 
deny  to  these  what  you  have  given  to 
others  far  less  deserving  ?  Can  you  deny 
to  them  that  share  in  the  public  grant 
which  is  vouchsafed  to  their  fellow-sub- 
jects ?  Or  do  you  think  it  more  consistent 
to  go  on  in  a  line  of  policy  which  can  only, 
if  successful,  ultimately  corrupt  and  injure 
their  minds — for  if  they  are— as  they  are 
—conscientious  in  their  views,  it  must  be 
doing  violence  to  those  conscientious  feel- 
ings to  submit  to  a  policy  which  must  peril 
their  usefulness.  The  whole,  as  it  appears 
to  me,  comes  to  this — that  if  you  thus  per- 
severe to  make  the  system  of  national 
education  in  Ireland  successful,  as  a  na- 
tional system,  you  will  do  so  by  corrupting 
and  degrading  the  clergy  of  the  Establish- 
ed Church  in  Ireland;  and  by  corrupting 
the  clergy,  if  you  succeed,  you  destroy 
their  character  and  usefulness;  and  if  the 
character  of  the  clergy  be  thus  lowered, 
their  labours  or  their  example  cannot  be 
useful  to  society.  This  is  a  question  of 
principle.  As  regards  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  in  any  system  of  edu- 
cation, the  position  which  the  Bible  is  to 
occupy  in  that  system,  is  with  them  a  mat- 
ter of  primary  consideration.  I  admit, 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  the 
great  principle  of  Protestantism  is  founded 
on  the  right  of  private  judgment;  but  to 
what  is  that  right  of  private  judgment  to  be 
applied  ?  The  right  of  private  judgment  in 
Protestantism  is  the  right  of  every  man 
freely  to  appeal  to  the  Word  of  God :  that 
is  the  soul  of  religious  liberty,  and  when 
we  have  got  that  right,  civil  liberty  and 
every  other  right  follows  in  its  train.  For 
where  there  is  that  religious  liberty  to  ap- 
peal to  the  Word  of  God,  and  not  asking 
man  to  believe  anything  but  what  his 
honest  convictions  lead  him  to  receive,  as 
in  accordance  with  that  sacred  word,  that 
is  the  genuine  exercise  of  private  judg- 


ment, and  that  is  th^  inalienable  birthright 
of  every  subject  of  a  free  constitution. 
But  the  Protestants  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  say  that  you  ask  them 
to  consent  to  a  system  of  education  of 
which  they  disapprove,  and  in  doing  so 
you  punish  them  for  their  honesty;  and  I 
will  show  you  that  such  is  the  case.  You 
will  find  that  the  National  Board  itself,  in 
its  report  for  1837,  has  recognised  these 
conscientious  objections.  The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  so  satisfied  of  their  existence 
that  he  sent  back  to  the  Commissioners  of 
the  National  Board  the  rule  as  to  '*  Reli- 
gious Instruction,"  to  see  if  they  could 
make  it  square  with  the  views  of  those 
who  were  **  conscientiously  opposed"  to  it. 
The  Commissioners  say — 

"  Having  received  your  Excellency's  permission 
to  revise  om*  existing  rule  as  to  religious  instruc- 
tion, we  have  anxiously  considered  whether  we 
could  effect  such  an  alteration  in  the  letter  of  it, 
without  violating  the  principle,  as  mij^t  satis^ 
any  of  those  who  have  been  hitherto  conscienti- 
ously opposed  to  us." 

The  Board  then  admits  that  the  opposition 
was  conscientious,  for  they  use  these 
words —  ♦ 

"Without  violating  the  principle,  as  might 
satisfy  any  of  those  who  have  been  hitherto  con- 
scientiously opposed  to  us." 

And  how  did  they  alter  that  rule  ?  In  the 
letter,  not  the  spirit  and  principle,  al- 
though the  conscientious  objections  were 
made  to  the  piinciple  only.  But  the  occa- 
sion is  used  to  carry  out  more  banef\illy 
the  principles  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy,  for  the  rule  is  now  framed  thus  : — 
**  That  no  child  shall  be  required  to  be  present 
at  any  religious  instruction  or  exercise  of  which 
his  parents  or  guardians  may  disapprove," — to 
"  which  they  may  object." 

This  pretends  to  deal  with  the  parent,  to 
cover  the  coercion  of  the  priest.  I  shall 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  certain 
answers  which  had  been  given  by  Dr. 
Doyle  in  his  examination  be^re  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  : — 

"  If  I  foimd  that  the  London  Hibernian  School 
was  one  where  the  rules  were  strictly  adhered  to, 
and  that  the  Catholics  were  desired  not  to  suffer 
children  to  frequent  it,  yet  did  so,  being  apprised 
of  their  danger,  I  should  think  it  proper  to  with- 
hold the  sacrament  from  them  when  dying. 

'*  Need  there  be  in  the  schools  any  other  sumbling- 
block  than  the  Scriptures  being  read  and  got  by 
heart  ? — There  need  not. 

"  It  is  enough  if  the  Bible  is  read  there  with- 
out note  or  comment  ? — Yes,  that  is  quite  suffi- 
cient in  order  to  make  such  schools  obnozioufl 
to  us." 

Here  we  have  it  "  that  no  child  shall  be 
required  to  be  present  at  any  religious  in- 
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Btruction  or  exercise  of  which  his  parents 
or  guardians  may  dissaprove;"  so  that,  if 
the  parents  ohject,  (and  this  has  heen  in- 
terpreted practically,  unless  the  parent  ex- 
pressly permit,)  this  instruction  cannot  be 
given,  unless  approved  by  the  priest,  for 
by  the  principles  of  the  Church  of  Rome, 
as  expounded  by  Dr.  Doyle,  the  clergy  of 
that  Church  will  deprive  them  of  the 
sacraments  of  that  Church  should  they  at- 
tend at  school  where  the  Bible  is  used  for 
the  mere  purpose  of  being  read  and  under- 
stood, after  the  priest  has  directed  them 
not  to  be  present.  How  then  can  you  get 
these  poor  people  to  consent  to  their  chil- 
dren attending  any  religious  instruction  or 
religious  exercise  ?  The  parents  will  of 
course  be  compelled  to  object  wlienever  it 
is  known  that  the  objection  must  be  sub- 
mitted to,  under  the  charter  of  the  school : 
but  that  objection  will  in  reality  be  in  most 
cases  the  mandate  of  the  Romish  clergy,  and 
not  the  free  wish  of  the  poor  peasant;  for  the 
experience  of  all  good  men  acquainted  with 
Ireland  is  this — and  I  can  in  some  degree  per- 
sonally confirm  it — that  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic population  are  by  no  means  unwilling  to 
have  the  Scriptures — quite  the  reverse ; 
that  the  opposition  to  the  Scriptures  arises 
from  the  priests  and  not  from  the  people. 
Remember  the  report  of  1827  which  I 
read  to  you;  for  even  in  schools  which  were 
taught  by  Roman  Catholic  masters,  and 
paid  for  by  the  parents  of  the  pupils,  and 
when  we  had  no  national  system,  the 
Scriptures  were  generally  read.  But  as 
to  this  question  of  religious  instruction; 
suppose  that  a  school  of  the  Church  Edu- 
cation Society  were  placed  under  the  Na- 
tional Board,  and  that  there  were  some 
Roman  Catholics  in  attendance — suppose 
but  one,  and  that  the  priest  objected  to 
that  child  being  present  at  any  religious 
instruction,  or  any  use  of  Scripture  in 
combined  education  of  the  children — the 
education  must  either  cease  to  be  united, 
or  it  must  cease  to  bo  Scriptural;  and  I 
defy  any  ingenuity  to  evade  this  alterna- 
tive. Is  the  Protestant  clergyman  to  as- 
sist in  carrying  out  a  principle  which,  in 
his  opinion,  would  be  a  most  unrighteous 
one,  as  it  would  make  that  which  dught 
to  be  a  combined  education  a  disunited 
education,  and  that  which  ought  to  be 
Scriptural,  a  secular  education?  and  thus 
it  would  destroy  the  whole  character  of 
what  ought  to  be  the  great  object  of  all 
daily  instruction — to  promote  good-will, 
and  not  discord — Scriptural  morality,  and 
not  merely  secular  knowledge.  I  assure 
VOL.  CI.    {£fi} 


the  House  that  my  wish  is  to  argue  this 
question  on  its  true  merits,  and  to  state 
opinions  fairly.  We  say  this  system  is 
founded  on  an  unrighteous  principle,  and 
that  we  are  bound  in  point  of  conscience, 
whatever  the  Government  may  think  fit  to 
sanction,  to  seek  its  modification  to  include 
our  case.  Because  the  Government  concur 
in  it,  that  will  not  justify  us;  and  if  the 
Government  think  they  can  make  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  accept 
money  from  a  Board  which  carries  on  a 
system  that  practically  prevents  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  children  attending  schools 
where  the  Scriptures  are  read,  or  when 
they  are  read,  or  at  all  referred  to,  they 
may  be  assured  that  money  will  not  be  taken 
on  any  such  terms.  We  will  not  do  so, 
because  in  doing  so  we  would  only  be  com- 
promising our  own  principles  by  our  adhe- 
sion to  such  a  system.  Here  is  the  falla- 
cious form  of  the  rule  of  the  Board : — 

*'  We  therefore  propose  modifying  the  letter  of 
the  rule,  so  as  to  allow  religious  instruction  to  be 
given,  and  of  course  the  Scriptures  to  be  read,  or 
the  Catechism  learned,  during  any  of  the  school 
hours,  provided  such  an  arrangement  be  made  as 
that  no  children  shall  take  part  in  or  listen  to 
any  religious  reading  or  instruction  to  which  their 
parents  or  guardians  object  ;** — 

which  is,  I  have  already  observed,  a  prac- 
tical denial  of  a  Scriptural  instruction  to 
the  children  of  Roman  Catholic  parents, 
however  artful  may  be  the  form  in  which 
that  denial  is  embodied.  From  this  you 
must  at  once  see  what  would  be  the  effect, 
if  the  Church  Education  Society  would 
place  their  schools  under  the  National 
Board :  education  bottomed  on  Scripture, 
or  true  religion,  could  only  be  given  at  the 
will  of  the  priest;  another  form  of  saying 
it  could  not  be  given  at  all.  See  in  what 
a  position  you  would  place  the  Protestant 
clergyman;  and  how  then  could  he  stand 
out  for  the  principles  he  holds  paramount? 
And  this  is  the  position  he  places  himself 
in,  by  joining  the  National  Board.  The 
man  who  does  so,  to  use  a  military  illustra* 
tion,  surrenders  up  his  sword,  and  that  he 
docs,  if  he  consents  to  having  the  use  of 
the  Scriptures  at  all  restricted,  at  the  will 
of  the  priest,  during  any  portion  of  the 
hours  of  united  instruction,  when  all  the 
children  are  in  attendance  in  the  school. 
His  sword  may  be  in  the  scabbard,  but  it 
is  not  to  be  delivered  up  under  any  circum- 
stance whatever.  But,  besides  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  reverencing  the  Scripture, 
we  are  not  to  consent  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  regulating  what  should  be 
the  character  of  a  united  education  in  thQ 
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scIiooIb  of  tho  Church  Education  Society, 
whether  it  should  be  Scriptural  or  secular. 
I  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  some  of  the 
rules  of  tho  National  Board,  under  tho 
head  "  Religious  Instruction  :'* — 

*•  Tho  roAdin^  of  tho  Scriptures,  either  in  tho 
ProtOHtAnt  Authorised  or  Douay  Torsion,  as  well 
AS  tho  n*Ading  of  CAtcchisms,  comes  within  the 
ruU^  AS  to  n»ligious  instruction.  The  rule  as  to 
relij^ious  instruction  Applies  to  public  prayer,  and 
to  all  other  religious  exercises/' 

Is  that  the  way,  I  would  ask,  to  promote 
a  united  instruction?  But  tho  truth  is, 
there  is  no  provision  made  by  the  Board 
for  **  religious  education.*'     Again: — 

*♦  Tho  Commissioners  do  not  insist  on  the  Scrip- 
ture lessons  being  read  in  any  of  the  National 
Schools,  nor  do  they  allow  them  to  be  read  during 
tlic  time  of  secular  or  literary  instruction,  in  any 
school  attended  by  children  whose  parents  or 
guanlians  object  to  their  Inking  so  read.  In  such 
oasi\  the  Commissioners  prohibit  the  use  of  them, 
except  at  the  time  of  n^ligious  instruction,  when 
the  pt'rsons  giving  it  may  use  these  lessims  or  not, 
as  they  think  proper.  Whatever  arrangement  is 
made  in  any  school  for  giving  religious  instruc- 
tion, must  be  publicly  notified  in  the  school  room, 
in  order  that  those  children,  and  those  only,  may 
he  prt>sent  whose  |iarents  or  guardians  allow  them.'' 

la  this  a  provision  for  imparting  a  reli- 
gious inlucation?  But  I  shall  now  refer 
to  what  Mr.  Carlilo  says  on  this  subject  in 
his  ovidonco. 

Tho  following  evidence  was  given  before 
rarliamont  by  tho  Uov.  James  Carlile, 
one  of  tho  Commissioners : — 

••  1\>  you  oiuisidor  tltat  the  lUvird  contributes 
nothing  to  the  se)virate  religious  instruction  U*- 
yond  the  st»luH>l  bousi*  ♦ — Nothing  whatever. 

"  .\i»  there  any  school  books  and  other  means 
furnished  towards  it  by  tho  Ikvird  t — None  what- 
cvor. 

"  In  the  timo  set  apart  for  reading  the  Scrip- 
twivs  or  for  n^ligious  instruction,  do  you  C\>nsider 
the  National  IWrvl  dinvts  or  cvwtri^s  the  in- 
at  mot  ion  at  all  f  — Cort»-»inly  not. 

•*  What  pix^vision  \io  you  make  i\^r  seeing  that 
the  day  set  apart  for  n'Ugious  instnicti^w  shall 
Ih»  dev^>tt\l  to  that  purpi>»e  f — We  make  no  provi- 
sion whatewr, 

"  1*  tho  IWnl  ivnsideiv^l  to  employ  the  »eh<vM- 
ma*ter  to  gixothat  st*jvirateM*liciow*i«»tn»otion  ; 
or  i>  he  employed  by  other  parties  f — We  employ 
wo  one  to  g»\ii*  the  »e|vikrato  religious  instruc- 
tion. 

*•  The  *^*hiv^lm»Mer  may  give  the  instruction,  , 
but  the  IWrddo  not  r»\ju\re  u  '  — Oortamly. 


assembled  in  harmony,  but  they  cannot 
pray  together — they  cannot  read  God's 
Word  together — they  cannot  kneel  down 
together — as  children  of  one  God  and 
Father.  No  reference  oan  be  made  to 
one  Scripture  rule  of  religion;  not  one 
whisper  about  God  or  His  Word  can  bo 
muttered — that  would  be  the  signal  for 
separation;  and  you  call  that  a  united  sys- 
tem of  education — a  united  system,  which 
will  keep  the  children  in  harmony.  A  re- 
ference was  made  to  Trinity  College,  Dub- 
lin; but  all  that  was  said  about  that  Uni- 
versity was  in  the  absence  of  argument. 
What,  I  would  ask,  is  the  oath  which  is 
taken  by  a  Fellow  of  that  University  ?  I 
shall  read  it  :— 

'*  Ego  G.  G.  electus  in  numemm  Socionim 
hujus  Collegii,  sanctd  coram  Deo  profiteer,  me, 
sacnu  Scripturoo  auctoritatcm  in  religione  sum- 
mam  agnoscere,  et  qua>cunque  in  sancto  Dei 
verbo  continentur,  vcrd  et  ex  animo  credere,  et 
pro  facultate  meft  omnibus  opinionibus,  quas  vel 
Pontificii,  vel  alii  contra  sacra)  Scriptiu»  veritir- 
tom  tuentur,  constantdr  repugnaturum,"  Ac 

Is  it,  I  ask,  the  principle  of  the  National 
Board  to  recognise  the  high  and  sacred 
authority  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  mnd  to 
oppose  every  doctrine  that  is  repugnant  to 
them  ? — constantly  to  oppose,  to  the  best 
of  their  ability,  those  opinions  which  wte 
against  the  truth  of  that  sacred  word  ? — 
but  it  is  on  that  very  principle  that  the 
whole  system  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  is  based;  on  that  great  principle  it 
is  constructed.  It  is,  however,  true,  that 
by  tho  Act  of  1 795,  Roman  Catholin  ean 
go  to  the  University,  and  they  can  gradu- 
ate there  after  receiving  a  University  edu- 
cation; but  still  the  whole  principle  of  the 
system  is  essentially  Protestant  in  its 
fullest  integrity.  No  antiscriptural  condi- 
tion is  forced  upon  any  of  those  who  are  on 
the  foundation.  It  is  most  tolerant,  I  ad- 
mit, and  as  gonorous  as  is  consistent  with 
tho  integrity  of  Prvnostant  principle;  and 
I  oan  truly  say  that  I  have  known  Roman 
Catholics  oduoatod  thci>e,  with  whom  I 
have  lived  on  terms  of  tho  kindliest  inter- 
course.  Tho  true  way  to  benefit  the  popu- 
lation is,  to  infuse  into  their  minds  thoan 
fundamental  prinoipU^  of  revealed  tnrth 


1 1  ^xMiia  K*  op«^  to  hm\  to  ivtttj^  the  appii- 1  which  will  dissipate  that  darkness  in  whidi 
»>aii*H»  tr^^w  the  )%ar«^nts  to  ji\t»  such  instructuMi  i  j^U  c\>lours  an^  alike,  Thov  are  also  alike 
^nthataajf-Oenam^x.  k,|^^,^  ^^.^^l^^j  j^   ^j,^,  ^^  ^^  meridiMl 

L^vk,  now,  at  the  c^Mistitutien  of  the^e  ;  licht.     Our  unity  is  of  the  light  of  a  < 
National  Sohivl*.     You  have  all  the  ehiU  '  nu^n  rovx>lation— our  opponents,  in  its 


dnn\  br^^wcht  to^^^ther  tW  ct^mmon  otlwea- 
lion;  but  the  moment  the  subjeet  of  reli* 
giou  is  mentien«\l,  that  very  nu>n>ent  all 
must  separate.     The  ehiUrx'u  may  K^  all 


ftenee:  and  I  can  say,  as  regaids  the  ajs- 
tem  t^f  ed;)ea;ion  that  is  pursued  by  tlie 
Church  Kduoation  Society,  that  the  people 
ha\^  the  fullest  oHindenc«  in  tk  i 
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and  integrity  of  our  clergy,  that  no  attempt 
"will  be  made  to  proselytise  their  children 
beyond  the  intrinsic  influence  of  simple 
knowledge  of  Scripture.  I  may  say,  in 
Trinity  College  the  opportunities  of  the 
tutor  are  never  used  to  proselytise.  I  say, 
that  whilst  there  is  no  antecedent  restric- 
tion on  any  tutor  as  to  any  religious  in- 
struction or  use  of  the  Bcriptures,  there  is 
no  attempt  made  on  the  part  of  the  tutors 
to  proselytise — this  has  been  always  con- 
ceded— they  take  no  advantage  of  their 
position  for  any  such  purpose;  and  so  it  is 
also  under  the  Church  Education  Society. 
The  great  object  is  to  carry  out  the  sys- 
tem in  all  its  comprehensive  integrity ; 
and  I  ask,  are  these  the  men  who  should 
be  designated  a  faction  ?  This  society  be- 
gan in  the  year  1839,  and  the  amount  of 
its  subscriptions  during  the  last  year, 
though  a  time  of  severe  pressure  on  all 
classes,  was  40,3987.  1  shall  read  the 
progress  of  this  institution  : — 

In  the  year  1839  the  subscriptions  amounted 
to  .         .         M        „        £8,464 

1845         „         „         39,484 
1847         „         „         40,398 

A  similar  increase  has  taken  place  in  the 
number  of  pupils;  and  their  schools  in- 
struct at  present  116,968;  and  the  pupils 
are  as  follows  : — 


Episcopalians 
Dissenters 
Roman  Catholics 


57,633 
14,697 
44,638 


There  you  have  a  bond  fide  society,  and 
united  education;  it  is  composed  of  some 
of  the  wisest  and  the  best  men;  the  sys- 
tem those  men  sanction  they  conscien- 
tiously carry  out;  they  believe  that  Ire- 
land to  be  benefited  must  be  Scripturally 
instructed;  that  the  lower  classes  should 
be  trained  up  in  the  knowledge  of  their 
duties,  so  as  to  become  useful  members 
of  society;  that  they  should  be  taught  a 
code  of  clear  morals — that  honest  un- 
compromising morality  which  is  based  on 
Divine  revelation;  for,  to  use  the  language 
of  a  great  man,  if  obedience  to  the  will  of 
God  be  necessary  to  happiness,  and  the 
knowledge  of  God's  will  be  .necessary  to 
obedience,  to  withhold  that  knowledge  is 
to  obstruct  that  happiness.  What  we 
want  is,  to  be  enabled  more  fully  to  pro- 
mote and  to  extend  sound  education  in  Ire- 
land, and  to  do  it  consistently  with  our 
avowed  principles;  to  modify  the  national 
system  in  such  a  way  as  to  meet  the  ob- 
jections which  are  entertained  by  a  large 
proportion  of  the  Protestant  clergy  and 
laity  of  the  Established  Church;  and  what, 


may  I  ask,  is  to  prevent  this  being  done  ? 
Money  is  granted  to  schools  in  England  on 
the  principle  on  which  we  ask  it :  we  will 
subscribe  so  much,  and  let  us  get  so  much 
out  of  the  public  funds,  and  that  will  be 
the  best  test  of  our  sincerity,  as  well  as  of 
our  energy.  We  ask  you  to  modify  your 
system,  that  it  may  not  be  in  opposition  to 
our  conscientious  scruples.  By  granting 
this  fair  demand,  I  can  affirm  that  you 
will  do  more  to  promote  good  feeling  in 
Ireland — you  will  do  more  to  assist  tho 
cause  of  united  education,  and  to  combine 
men  in  advancing  the  true  interests  of  that 
country  by  the  performance  of  common 
duties — than  will  be  effected  by  indulging 
in  this  House  in  unseemly  personalities,  as 
an  answer  to  a  just  and  fair  request,  sub- 
mitted honestly  to  your  calm  and  deliber- 
ate consideration. 

Lord J0HNRUSS:ELL  said:  Sir,ifIdo 
not  enter  at  any  length  on  the  present  occa- 
sion into  this  question,  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  readily  perceive  the  reasons  why  I  de- 
cline to  do  so.  This  is  a  system  which,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  last 
addressed  the  House  has  truly  stated,  was 
established  by  Lord  Stanley  in  the  year 
1832.  It  has,  since  that  time,  received 
the  support  of  successive  Governments. 
Having  been  established  by  Lord  Stanley, 
it  was  continued  by  the  Administration  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  who  refused  to  make  any 
alteration  with  respect  to  those  grants,  and 
it  has  gone  on  to  the  present  time  con- 
stantly increasing  in  the  number  of  its 
schools  and  of  its  scholars.  There  had  at 
first  been  at  the  utmost  100,000  scholars 
attending  the  National  Schools  in  Ireland, 
while  there  are  now  upwards  of  4,000 
schools,  and  upwards  of  400,000  scholars. 
This  is  not,  therefore,  to  be  considered,  as 
some  Gentlemen  who  spoke  to-night  ap- 
pear disposed  to  consider  it — this  is  not  to 
be  considered  as  an  entirely  new  question, 
or  a  proposal  now  brought  forward  for  the 
first  time  by  the  Government.  It  is  a 
system  which,  having  been  first  proposed 
by  Lord  Stanley  as  an  experiment,  has 
been  found  more  successful  than  could  have 
been  expected — has  extended  itself  very 
widely  in  Ireland — and  has  been  of  very 
great  use  in  that  country.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  say  that  we  have  a  primd 
facie  ground  for  resisting  a  modification  or 
an  alteration  of  the  system.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  said  that  before 
the  adoption  of  the  plan  of  Lord  Stanley, 
there  existed  a  Kildare-place  Society, 
which  went  on  the  principle  of  introducing 
N2 
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the  Bible  as  a  school  book,  without  note  or 
comment.  He  has  said  very  truly  that  I 
am  one  of  those  who  in  this  country  ap- 
prove of  such  a  system,  and  that  I  belong 
to  a  society  which  takes  that  rule  as  its 
basis.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  upon  that  point.  I 
think  that  in  a  Protestant  country,  where 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  are  Pro- 
testants, it  is  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  he 
able  to  found  your  school  system  on  the 
teaching  of  the  Bible,  and  that  the  Bible 
should  in  such  case  be  used  as  a  school 
book.  But  in  that  opinion  I  am  opposed 
by  a  majority  of  the  clergymen  of  the 
Church  of  England,  who  maintain  that  that 
rule  is  by  no  means  sufficient,  but  that  it 
is  necessary  to  add  the  Catechism  and  at- 
tendance at  Church  to  that  system.  And, 
therefore,  however  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  the  Church  Education  So- 
ciety may  approve  of  that  plan,  it  is  the 
plan  of  which  the  majority  of  the  ministers 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  this  country 
do  not  approve.  But  as  it  happens  that 
the  plan  of  which  the  majority  of  the 
ministers  of  the  Church  of  England  ap- 
prove in  this  country — namely,  that  of 
having  the  Liturgy  read  and  the  Church 
Catechism  taught — excludes  Protestant 
Dissenters,  so  the  plan  of  which  I  approve 
here,  if  adopted  in  Irelnud,  would  exclude 
the  greater  portion  of  Roman  Catholics  of 
that  country.  Now,  I  am  for  that  plan 
which  is  in  practice  the  most  comprehen- 
sive. If  I  find  that  what  I  consider  the 
best  system  of  education  should  be  ex- 
tended to  the  whole  population,  I  should 
adopt  that  system;  but  if  I  find  that  in 
practice  such  a  system  cannot  be  adopted 
owing  to  religious  difi*erences,  I  then  take 
the  system  which,  although  less  good  in 
itself,  will  yet  be  of  service  to  numbers 
who  would  be  excluded  from  the  operation 
of  a  better  system.  The  principle  on 
which  I  am  disposed  to  act,  is  that  of  doing 
the  most  good.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
introduced  this  Motion,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  addressed 
the  House,  talked  much  of  a  violation,  of 
conscience  under  the  system  of  education 
at  present  adopted  in  Ireland.  Now  let  us 
consider  what  that  system  is.  Roman 
Catholics  say  that  according  to  the  rules 
and  discipline  of  their  Church,  they  could 
not  approve  of  the  Bible  being  read  as  a 
school  book.  I  need  not  notice  the  par- 
ticular grounds  on  which  they  urge  that 
position;  they  are  grounds,  as  everybody 
knows,   which    are    consistent    with   the 


doctrines  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
and  to  which  no  one  who  is  acquainted 
with  those  doctrines  can  object.  That 
being  the  case,  the  principle  on  which 
Lord  Stanley  founded  his  system  was  this 
— that  while  it  should  be  competent  to 
patrons  of  schools  to  introduce  the  Bible, 
it  should  not  be  competent  to  them  to  en- 
force it  as  a  school  book  during  the  hours 
in  which  school  instruction  is  given  to  all 
the  children.  The  plan  is  fully  laid  down 
in  one  of  the  reports  of  the  year  1841,  in 
which  it  is  stated,  that  patrons  possess  the 
right' to  have  the  Scriptures  used  for  in- 
struction in  whatever  way  they  may  think 
proper,  provided  the  schools  be  open  to  all 
who  are  not  disposed  to  assist  at  the  read- 
ing of  the  Bible,  and  provided  no  child  is 
compelled  to  attend  to  any  religious  in- 
struction to  which  his  parents  and  guar- 
dians may  object.  That  is  the  principle 
on  which  those  schools  rest;  and  I  submit 
that  it  is  by  no  means  a  violation  of  con- 
science, for  while  it  affords  the  children 
the  means  of  receiving  any  religious  in- 
struction of  which  their  parents  may  ap- 
prove, it  only  provides  that  other  children 
whose  parents  may  disapprove  of  that  in- 
struction shall  not  be  obliged  to  assist  at 
it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  a  vio- 
lation of  conscience  to  clergymen  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  to  man}'  Protes- 
tant parents,  that  such  latitude  should  be 
allowed.  But  it  appears  to  me  that  that 
is  not  such  a  violation  of  conscience  as 
would  result  from  obliging  a  parent  to 
send  his  child  to  receive  a  religious  in- 
struction of  which  he  disapproves,  or  else 
debarring  him  altogether  from  receiving 
any  education.  I  may  illustrate  what  I 
mean  by  what  occurred  in  France  in  the 
time  of  Louis  XIV.  The  Protestants  of 
France  then  said  it  was  a  violation  of  con- 
science to  prohibit  them  from  attending 
Divine  worship  and  receiving  religious  in- 
struction according  to  their  own  faith. 
This  was  a  violation  of  their  conscience,  of 
which,  I  think,  they  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain. Louis  XIV.,  on  the  other  hand, 
said  it  was  a  violation  of  his  conscience  to 
allow  any  Protestants  to  receive  religious 
instruction,  or  even  to  live  in  France;  and 
he,  therefore,  confiscated  their  properties, 
and  drove  them  into  exile.  That  was 
manifestly  a  violation  of  conscience;  but 
the  phrase  **  a  violation  of  conscience  '*  is 
used  in  a  totally  different  sense  when  Pro- 
testant clergymen  say  that  it  is  a  violation  of 
their  conscience  to  allow  schools  to  receive 
public  aid  unles^  the  Roman  Catholic  chil* 
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dren  should  be  compelled  to  receive  reli- 
gious instruction  from  them.  It  is  for 
that  reason  that  I  cannot  think  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church  have  a 
right  to  object  to  this  system.  They  have 
certainly  a  right  to  say  that,  disapproving 
as  they  do  of  the  system,  they  will  not 
promote  or  allow  the  attendance  at  the 
schools  of  any  children  belonging  to  their 
communion,  although  I  think  that  they 
would  be  wrong  in  taking  that  view  of  the 
matter.  I  certainly  am  glad  to  see  that 
so  eminent  a  person  as  Mr.  Woodward  has 
changed  his  opinion  on  the  subject.  But 
it  is  perfectly  competent  to  clergymen  of 
the  Estjiblished  Church  to  say  that  they 
will  not  favour  attendance  at  those  schools, 
and  1  cannot  object  to  their  so  doing. 
What  I  object  to  is,  that  they  should  op- 
pose a  grant  of  public  money  to  others 
who  see  no  objection  to  those  schools,  and 
who  think  they  can  be  carried  on  without 
any  violation  of  conscience.  I  must  notice 
one  point  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  referred.  He  said,  that  not 
only  was  the  Bible  excluded  from  the  Na- 
tional Schools  as  a  school  book,  but  that 
the  Scripture  extracts  which  in  the  year 
1832  were  recommended  by  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  archbishops,  and  other 
dignitaries  of  both  Churches,  and  now  en- 
forced as  school  books — that  is,  that  so 
long  as  they  were  employed  as  school 
books,  we  used  to  have  speeches  in  this 
House,  Motions  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  denunciations  all  over  the  country,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Bible  was  mutilated — 
and  that  the  mutilated  Bible  was  forced,  as 
a  book  of  instruction,  on  the  children  of 
Irish  parents.  In  order  to  remove  that 
objection,  the  Commissioners  determined 
that  they  would  no  longer  enforce  the  read- 
ing of  these  extracts,  and  that  although 
they  believed  the  extracts  were  fairly  made, 
and  were  calculated  to  convey  useful  in- 
struction, they  would  not  insist  on  their 
being  used  in  the  Irish  National  Schools. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  it  is 
hardly  fair  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  argue,  from  the  fact 
of  those  extracts  being  no  longer  used, 
that  the  supporters  of  the  system  care 
little  for  religious  instruction.  I  admit 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  dis- 
cussed the  question  very  temperately;  but 
I  think  it  hardly  fair  that  he  should  make 
it  a  ground  of  accusation  against  us  that 
we  have  yielded  to  objections  made  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelates  and  other  distinguished 
personages.     But  then  it  is  said,  why  not 


have  a  separate  grant  for  schools  connected 
with  the  Church  of  England,  to  which  the 
members  of  that  Church  could  send  their 
children  ?  Now  that  is  a  very  plausible 
proposal;  and  if  it  could  be  adopted  with- 
out doing  a  good  deal  of  mischief,  it  would 
seem  conformable  to  the  system  adopted 
in  England.  But  the  present  system  hav- 
ing been  adopted  as  a  national  one,  and 
having  appointed  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
and  others  to  conduct  that  system,  I  am 
afraid  we  could  not  admit  of  any  grants 
in  favour  of  Church  schools  without  se- 
riously injuring  the  national  system  we 
have  established.  I  think  the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin  and  others  would  be  placed  in 
a  situation  they  could  hardly  hold  if  the 
proposal  in  question  were  adopted.  I  be- 
lieve the  result  would  be,  that  those  who 
did  not  maintain  the  Church  schools  would 
come  to  be  looked  upon  as  not  being  good 
Churchmen,  and  the  present  national  schoolfl 
would  in  the  course  of  time,  become  exclu- 
sively Roman  Catholic,  instead  of  being 
places  for  the  combined  education  of  Roman 
Catholics  and  Protestants.  I  think  there 
was  a  good  deal  of  reason  in  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  that 
we  must  consider  that  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  is  an  endowed  Church, 
and  that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  have 
the  means,  if  they  think  proper,  of  sepa- 
rating from  the  present  combined  system, 
and  forming  schools  by  subscription  for 
the  exclusive  education  of  their  own  mem- 
bers. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  shown  that  large  subscriptions  have 
already  been  raised  for  that  purpose.  I 
am  sorry  that  any  Protestants  should  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  withdraw  their 
countenance  from  the  national  schools;  but 
if  they  cannot  conscientiously  join  in  the 
support  of  those  schools,  I  am  glad  they 
have  created  another  system.  I  should 
certainly,  however,  feel  very  great  diffi- 
culty in  agreeing  to  any  grant  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Church  of  England 
schools  in  ^Ireland,  while  we  have  the  pre- 
sent combined  systems  of  education  in  that 
country.  I  believe  a  similar  proposal  was 
made  to  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  and 
that  he  declined  to  carry  it  into  effect.  I 
suppose  he  felt  that  he  could  not  with  pro- 
priety adopt  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  a  subject  connected  with 
the  present  question,  but  not  immediately 
belonging  to  it.  A  charge  has  been  made 
against  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
that  Church  patronage  in  that  country  is 
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given  only  to  those  who  favour  the  system 
of  national  education.  Now,  I  really  can- 
not but  think  that  there  was  great  truth  in 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  that  the  greater 
portion  of  the  Church  dignitaries  of  Ireland 
are  opposed  to  that  system;  and  it  cer- 
tainly appears  to  me  that  as  the  Govern- 
ment wish  to  see  the  system  of  combined 
education  flourish,  and  as  they  see  there 
are  many  excellent  and  enlightened  cler- 
gymen who  have  no  chance  whatever  of 
promotion  from  the  opponents  of  that  sys- 
tem, it  certainly  appears  to  me  that  the 
Government  is  quite  justified  in  favouring 
those  men  in  its  distribution  of  the  Church 
patronage  at  its  disposal.  I  believe  it 
would  be  wrong  absolutely  to  exclude  from 
the  Church  preferment  men  of  piety  and 
learning  who  may  object  to  the  national 
system  of  education;  but  I  am  ready  to 
•cfefend  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment in  preferring  to  the  enemies  of  that 
system  those  clergymen  who  are  its  friends 
and  supporters.  It  should  be  remembered, 
that  those  parties  are  exposed  to  great  ob- 
loquy, and  are  obnoxious  to  the  charge 
of  acting  in  opposition  to  the  conscientious 
views  of  the  body  to  which  they  belong; 
and  it  requires  a  good  deal  of  strength  of 
mind  and  courage  to  support  that  obloquy. 
Many  distinguished  clergymen  have,  how- 
ever, thought  that  the  system  is  a  useful 
one.  For  my  part,  I  believe  that  a  system 
which  has  now  for  sixteen  years  gone  on 
increasing — which  was  set  on  foot  by  Lord 
Stanley,  which  was  carried  on  by  the  Go- 
vernments of  Lord  Grey,  of  Lord  Mel- 
bourne, and  of  Sir  Robert  Peel — which 
tends  to  unite  Roman  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants— and  which,  were  it  not  for  those 
unfortunate  prejudices  of  many  clergy- 
men, would  tend  still  more  to  unite  them 
— for  my  part  I  believe  that  such  a  system 
is  worthy  of  the  continued  support  of  this 
House;  and  I  should  much  regret  any  vote 
which  would  impair  its  efficiency  and  un- 
dermine its  usefulness. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  having  originally 
approved  of  the  system,  having  watched 
its  progress  from  the  beginning,  and  hav- 
ing lately  paid  considerable  attention  to  its 
working,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  he  thought  it  one  of  the  best  things 
that  had  ever  been  done  for  Ireland.  He 
could  not  help,  therefore,  expressing  his 
deep  regret  to  find  it  opposed  by  men  of 
character  and  station,  and  especially  by 
clergymen,  whose  duty  it  was  to  promote 
concord  and  peace.    The  hon.  and  learned 


Gentleman  had  asked  why  they  should  not 
adopt  the  same  system  in  Ireland  as  they  had 
in  England  ?  In  answer  to  which  he  begged 
to  say,  that  of  the  two  systems  that  in 
Ireland  was  undoubtedly  the  best;  and 
that  if  any  change  was  necessary,  it  was 
in  the  system  in  England,  not  in  Ireland. 
He  hoped  there  would  be  a  division  on  this 
question,  just  to  prove  how  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers supported  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  begged  to 
explain  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  hospital  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  referred.  The  hospital  in 
question  had  been  established  in  Dublin 
nearly  10  years  ago,  and  was  called  the 
Adelaide  Protestant  Hospital.  It  was 
built  by  Protestants  exclusively,  with  Pro- 
testant money  ;  and  the  object  was  not 
merely  to  supply  medical  ana  surgical  re- 
lief, but  to  administer  religious  consola- 
tion to  the  patients.  This  latter  provision, 
of  course,  practically  excluded  Roman  Ca- 
tholics ;  but  there  was  nothing  in  the  rules 
which  excluded  them. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  was  astonished  to 
hear  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  there  was  no  attempt  on  the  part  of 
Protestants  in  Ireland  to  proselytism,  for 
every  body  was  aware  that  at  Trinity  Col- 
lege no  office  of  emolument  was  conferred 
upon  any  man  who  was  not  a  Protestant. 
While  professing  to  be  a  national  univer- 
sity, it,  in  a  country  containing  7,500,000 
of  Catholics,  500,000  Protestants,  and 
500,000  Methodists  and  other  Dissenters, 
declared  that  none  but  those  who  professed 
the  Protestant  creed  should  receive  any 
emolument  from  it.  Its  income  was 
100,000Z.  per  annum,  and  yet  from  the 
office  of  hall  porter  to  that  of  Senior  Fel- 
low none  were  eligible  but  Protestants  be- 
lieving in  the  Thirty-nine  Articles.  A 
Roman  Catholic  might  be  a  sizer,  without 
a  religious  test ;  but  when  his  four  years 
of  study  were  expired  he  was  told  that  he 
must  leave  the  college,  for  he  was  not 
qualified  to  bo  a  candidate  for  any  colle- 
giate honours  without  receiving  the  sacra- 
ment according  to  the  ritual  of  the  Church 
of  England.  He  might  be  told  that  Ro- 
man Catholics  had  been  professors  of  lan- 
guages in  the  university.  But  why  ?  Be- 
cause no  Protestant  could  be  found  qua- 
lified to  fill  the  office. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Newdegate 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment, 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand 


as 


lis  Slaee  Trade* 


{Ana.  22} 


The  Slave  Trade. 


366 


part  of  the  question: — Ayes  118;    Noes 
15:  Majority  103. 

List  of  the 'Noes. 


Bmrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Dick,  Q. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Henley,  J.  W, 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Mullings,  J.  R.     ' 
Newdegate,  0.  N. 


O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Seymour,  Sir  H. 
Spooner,  R. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Hamilton,  6.  A. 
Napier,  J. 


House  in  Committee  of  Supply.  Several 
votes  agreed  to. 

House  resumed,  and  adjourned  at  Two 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  August  22,  1848. 

MurirriB.]  Public  Bill8.~1*  Sugar  Dutiei;  Contxo- 
yerted  Elections;  WolverhamptOD Curacy. 

f*  Cominons  Indosure  (No.  S) ;  Poor  Removal  (No.  S) ; 
Parochial  Debt  and  Audit. 

BeporUtL^SUxk  in  Trade  Exemption;  Out  Pensioners. 

3*  and  passed  :—Asse8sionable  Manors  Commissioners 
(Duchies  of  Cornwall  and  Lancaster) ;  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance;  Steam  Navigation;  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tors ;  Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools ;  Militia  Pay ; 
Tithe  Rent  Charge,  Ac.  (No.  S)  (Ireland). 

PiTiTioirB  Prbskntbd.  From  Clergymen  of  the  Pa^ 
rbh  of  Manchester,  against  the  Present  Ecclesiastical 
Law. — From  the  Biqitist  Congregations  of  Burton-on- 
Trent,  for  the  Discontinuance  of  Grants  of  Money  for 
the  Temple  of  Juggernaut,  &c.— From  the  Electors  and 
Inhabitants  of  Bewdley,  against  the  Paalng  of  the  Cor- 
rupt Practices  at  Elections  Bill. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE. 
Lord  DENMAN  rose  to  move — 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  give  Directions  for  the  Enforce- 
ment of  all  Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers  for  the 
Extinction  of  the  Slave  Trade  on  the  Coast  of 
Africa ;  and  for  the  Prosecution  of  all  British 
Subjects,  either  at  home  or  abroad,  directly  or  in- 
directly concerned  in  violating  the  Laws  against 
that  Crime ;  and  that  Her  &&jesty  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  take  into  Her  serious  Con- 
sideration the  Expediency  of  concerting  Measures 
with  her  Allies  for  declaring  Slave-trading  Pi- 
racy, with  a  Punishment  less  severe  than  that  now 
incurred  according  to  the  Laws  of  Nations  for  that 
Crime." 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  said,  that 
he  must  ask  their  Lordships  to  bear  in 
remembrance  this  proposition,  that  the 
slave  trade  was  one  of  the  worst  of  hu- 
man crimes;  the  most  daring  violation  of 
the  laws  of  God  and  man — prompted  by  the 
basest  motives,  productive  of  the  greatest 
amount  of  suffering  to  its  victims,  and  that 
it  most  effectually  prevented  the  progress 
in  civilisation  and  happiness  of  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  human  race.  It  had, 
therefore,   been  declared  to  be  a  crime 


of  the  deepest  dye,   the  perpetration  of 
which  the  negro    might    lawfully  resist, 
and  in  which   resistance  all  others  were 
perfectly  justified  in   aiding  him.      This 
proposition  it  was   necessary   to   repeat, 
because  there  existed  a  strong  interest  to 
make  men  forget  it;  but  quite  unnecessary 
to  prove  by  any  arguments,  for  he  might 
rest  entirely  on  the  authority  of  all  the 
civilised  world,   of  France,   of  America, 
and   of  England.      On   a   late    occasion 
the  House  of  Commons,  in  full  accordance 
with   this  principle,    determined    to    con- 
sider the  best  means  of  providing  for  the 
extinction  of  the  slave  trade,  and  appointed 
a  Committee  with  that  object;  taking  it  * 
for  granted  that  the  trade  was  to  be  ex- 
tinguished, and  that  the  only  question  was, 
what  were  the  most  effectual  means  of  ac- 
complishing its    extinction  ?      He    must 
own,  however,  that  there  was  something 
ominous   to  him  in  the  recommendatiouB 
which  were  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  appointment  of  that  Com- 
mittee, and  who  afterwards,  as  Chairman, 
presided  over  the   inquiry;  for  a  precon- 
ceived opinion  had   been   most   distinctly 
stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  one  of 
the  most  important  subjects  to  which  it 
could   be    directed.      The    opinion  was, 
that  all  attempts  at  suppressing  the  slave 
trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa  had  entirely 
failed;  and  not  only  so,  but  had  occasioned 
a  great  aggravation  of  the    evil.      The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  here  referred  to 
Hansard  *  for  the  opinion  of  Mr.   Hutt, 
who   said,    **  If  asked  what  he  would  do 
with  the  slave  trade,  he  would  say,  with- 
out reserve,  '  Leave  the  slave  trade  to  it- 
self;' ** — and  he  assumed,  before  entering 
on  his  functions,  that  the  squadron  ought 
to  be  recalled  from  the  coast  of  Africa. 
He  had  even  seen  that  hon.  Gentleman's 
claim  to  public  confidence  rested  on  this 
very  opinion,  said  to  have  been  long  en- 
tertained by  him.     It  was   hardly  to  be 
expected,  that  under  such  circumstances 
the   subject    would  undergo    a   perfectly 
fair    and    impartial   investigation.      Two 
propositions  were  put  forward  as  decidedly 
conclusive  against  the  continued  mainte- 
nance of  our  squadron   on  the   coast  of 
Africa.     One  of  these  was,  that  the  means 
I  employed  for  the  extinction  of  the  traffic 
I  had  proved  ineffectual ;    but    upon   that 
>  the  Committee  did  not  come  to  any  re- 
[  solution.      They    were    unable    to  make 
;  up  their  minds  with  regard  to   it ;    and 
notwithstanding  the  preconceived   opinion 
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of  the  hon.  Chairman,  and  notwithstand- 
ing the  course  of  examination  of  wit- 
nesses which  was  adopted,  and  which 
showed  that  that  opinion  was  shared 
by  many  Members  of  the  Committee, 
still  they  had  not  the  courage  cither  to 
come  to  a  resolution  of  that  kind  in 
Committee,  or  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
to  refuse  to  vote  the  amount  which  was 
necessary  for  the  continuance  of  the  squa- 
dron. The  second  proposition  was,  that 
our  attempts  to  put  it  down  had  done  more 
barm  than  good,  and  had  had  the  effect  of 
greatly  aggravating  the  horrors  of  the 
trade.  He  (Lord  Denraan)  would  under- 
take to  disprove  both  these  assertions. 
Their  Lordships  and  the  country  were 
compelled  to  resort  to  the  report  of  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  facts.  He  (Lord 
Penman)  thought  it  of  the  highest  im- 
portance at  the  present  moment,  that 
the  mind  of  the  country  should  not  be 
perverted  on  this  vital  subject;  that  it 
should  not  forget  all  its  former  aspira- 
tions and  convictions,  and  sink  into  a  state 
of  apathy  and  indifference,  or  rather  give 
its  approval  to  the  slave  trade — a  result 
which  would  be  alike  disgraceful  to  the 
country,  and  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
humanity.  Yet  no  one  could  be  blind  to 
the  great  efforts  €hat  had  long  been  making 
in  the  public  journals  and  other  publications, 
to  bring  the  public  mind  into  that  state  of 
torpor  which  would  tolerate  the  enormi- 
ties of  the  slave  trade;  and  he  was  anxious 
to  appeal  to  the  great  power  of  the  press 
to  lend  its  talents  and  influence  to  a  com- 
prehensive view  of  the  whole  question,  in- 
stead of  creating  erroneous  impressions  by 
partial  statements  and  fallacious  extracts. 
He  believed  that  the  slave  trade  could 
be  suppressed  by  such  means  as  we  had 
hitherto  employed;  and,  what  was  more, 
that  it  had  to  a  great  extent  been  sup- 
pressed on  various  parts  of  the  coast 
of  Africa.  True,  it  was  not  extiu-^ 
guished  ;  but  it  had  been  discouraged 
and  depressed  in  particular  quarters,  and 
had  not  been  able  to  lift  up  its  head  with 
the  same  effrontery  as  it  had  done  before 
those  measures  were  resorted  to.  The  in- 
famous traffic  had  been  suppressed  in  the 
river  Quorra,  in  the  Bonny,  and  also  in 
the  Gambia;  and  he  found  that,  instead 
of  the  12,000  negroes  who  were  formerly 
exported  to  Cuba  every  year,  the  number 
had  dwindled  down  to  1,0()0  in  the  year 
1845.  The  exportation  to  Brazil  was  also 
materially  and  gradually  reduced.     But  at 


the  very  lowest  point  of  its  depreBBion 
an  unfortunate  circumstance  had  tended 
greatly  to  increase  the  trade.  The  opin- 
ion of  a  learned  officer  of  the  Crown  had 
been  somewhat  unguardedly  expressed , 
which  appeared  to  throw  doubt  on  the 
legality  of  the  measures  adopted.  The 
Foreign  Office  have  communicated  that 
opinion  to  the  Admiralty;  and  it  was 
filched  by  some  ally  of  the  slavetraders, 
and  despatched  to  the  Coast.  A  report 
was  circulated  in  Africa,  that  a  revolu- 
tion had  taken  place  in  England;  that 
Lord  Palmerstou  had  been  sacrificed;  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  intended  to 
revive  the  slave  trade.  The  discourage-i 
ment  to  the  officers  employed  may  be 
easily  conceived,  from  the  apprehension 
that  their  vigorous  measures  were  not  sanc- 
tioned by  their  Government,  and  that  they 
might  be  made  liable  to  heavy  damages 
for  the  faithful  discharge  of  the  duty  en- 
trusted to  them.  But,  had  the  blow 
which  those  officers  struck  been  followed 
up,  he  believed  the  trade  would  have 
been  annihilated  ere  this.  It  had  been 
admitted  that,  in  1843,  the  slave  trade 
was  considered  to  be  a  losing  concern 
in  Brazil;  and  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Cliffe, 
a  good  authority  on  the  subject,  and  who 
was  examined  before  the  Committee,  show- 
ed that  it  was  abandoned  by  many  persons 
in  despair,  because  they  thought  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  was  sincere  in  the 
resolution  to  put  it  down;  but  when  they 
saw  reason  to  doubt  the  sincerity  of  the 
Government  of  England,  then  it  was  that 
the  slave  trade  revived  with  accumulated 
vigour.  He  would  now  direct  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  statement  that  the 
squadron  had  tended  to  aggravate  rather 
than  to  diminish  the  horrors  of  the  trade. 
If  it  could  be  made  out  clearly  that  all 
our  efforts  had  been  futile  and  inju- 
rious, the  argument  for  abandoning 
them  must  prevail;  but  he  thought  the 
proof  had  utterly  failed  in  that  re- 
spect. Why  was  this  imputed  ?  Be- 
cause there  was  much  greater  hurry  and 
expedition  in  embarking  and  landing  the 
slaves,  from  fear  of  interruption  by  the 
cruisers,  and  less  care  for  the  comforts  of 
the  slaves;  because  small  swift  vessels 
were  employed,  and  because  they  were 
considerably  overcrowded.  But  this  was  a 
string  of  fallacies  from  beginning  to  end; 
for  the  use  of  those  swift  vessels  would 
ensure  a  shorter  passage;  whilst  the  over- 
crowding of  the  vessel  was  calculated  to 
retard  its  speed,  and  thus  in  fact  to  incur 
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the  very  danger — the  danger  of  falling  into 
the  hands  of  British  cruisers — which  they 
desired  to  avoid.  Another  reason,  too,  was 
assigned  for  this  overcrowding;  and  it  was 
because  so  many  died  on  the  passage  in 
ponsequence  of  the  ill-treatment  they  re- 
ceived. Thus  it  was  argued,  that  the 
pause  of  their  putting  so  many  on  board, 
was,  that  so  many  died  on  the  passage; 
and  that  the  cause  of  so  many  dying  on 
the  passage,  was  the  overcrowding !  The 
political  economists  said,  *'  Leave  the  slave- 
traders  to  themselves;  they  will  not  destroy 
their  own  slaves;  men  will  not  destroy  their 
own  pigs  and  sheep;"  but  negroes  were 
not  cattle — they  would  not  tamely  submit 
to  the  treatment  of  slaves,  and  the  slave- 
trader  had  to  contend  with  their  natural 
feelings  as  men,  and  provide  by  any  means 
to  put  down  a  resistance  which  was  al- 
ways probable.  The  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had  had  before  them 
a  person  who  had  acknowledged  himself  to 
have  been  a  slavetradcr — and  this  person 
the  Committee  had  consulted  about  the 
best  means  of  putting  down  the  slave  trade  ! 
Why,  the  bare  idea  of  asking  a  slavetrader 
for  his  opinion,  with  reference  to  the  means 
employed  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade,  seemed  to  be  one  of  the  most  pre- 
posterous he  ever  heard  of.  What !  con- 
sult the  wolf  about  the  best  means  of  pre- 
serving the  sheep  ?  The  answer  came  of 
course.  **  Remove  the  dogs.*'  And  this 
person  said,  "  Oh  !  I  am  quite  hopeless 
of  the  efforts  of  the  squadron** — and,  of 
course,  he  deprecated  the  employment  of 
it  any  longer.  Hopeless  !  this  man*s  hope 
must  be  not  for  the  squadron  *s  success,  but 
its  defeat;  and  when  he  so  earnestly  recom- 
mends its  recall,  he  bears  the  best  testi- 
mony he  is  capable  of  affording  to  its  effi- 
cacy. He  is  an  accomplice,  and  naturally 
wishes  the  crime  to  go  on  and  prosper 
without  molestation.  Conceive  one  of  a 
gang  of  burglars  consulted  by  the  police 
on  the  best  means  of  extinguishing  bur- 
glary !  And  conceive  this  advice  to  be  given, 
**  Leave  it  to  itself,  I  am  hopeless  of  effect- 
ing its  extinction,  you  will  only  cause  re- 
sistance and  bloodshed  by  making  the  at- 
tempt, and  aggravate  the  horrors  you  de- 
test.** He  felt  the  necessity  of  now  warn- 
ing the  public  mind  against  the  false  views 
which  were  gaining  ground  unpcrceived 
upon  this  subject,  and  which  threatened  to 
replace  the  slave  trade  in  the  position  in 
which  it  was  practised  in  this  country  pre- 
vious to  the  year  1788.  He  was  fearful 
of  that  extension  of  the  trade  which  would 


follow  the  withdrawal  of  the  cruisers  from 
the  coast  of  Africa;  because,  if  they  were 
withdrawn,  the  Coast  would,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  gallant  officer  now  command- 
ing them,  become  "  one  great  nest  of  pirates 
and  robbers.  **  He  denied  that  the  cruisers 
were  responsible  for  the  crimes  of  the 
slavers,  any  more  than  the  policeman  for 
the  consequences  of  a  criminal  resistance 
to  his  interference  for  the  prevention  of  ra- 
pine and  murder.  He  was  aware  that  some 
of  the  officers  employed  on  that  station  had 
expressed  an  opinion  unfavourable  to  the 
continuance  of  the  squadron,  and  believed 
that  with  many  the  service  was  unpopular. 
He  might  refer  to  the  evidence  of  Captain 
Maunscll,  whom  he  knew  to  be  a  gallant 
officer,  a  candid  and  honourable  man,  but  a 
gentleman  who  went  out  to  suppress  the 
slave  trade  with  the  conviction  that  th^ 
means  used  would  not  be  sufficient  for  the 
purpose;  who  set  about  an  arduous  task, 
requiring  all  the  energy  of  hope,  half  dis- 
qualified by  despair.  He  actually  read  to 
the  Committee  a  passage  from  his  memo- 
randum book,  copied  into  it  by  himself  be- 
fore he  left  England,  embodying  that  sen- 
timent. Surely  it  may  be  suggested  with- 
out any  disrespect  either  to  the  Admiralty 
or  the  officer,  that  men  entertaining  such 
an  opinion  should  not  be  selected  for  the 
service.  lie  was  sorry  to  say,  that  from 
looking  over  this  evidence,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  English  capital  was 
largely  engaged  in  the  slave  trade — that 
the  property  of  many  persons  in  England 
was  engaged  in  it;  and  that  by  joint-stock 
companies  in  Brazil,  comprising  many  Eng- 
lish shareholders,  large  profits  were  drawn 
from  it.  It  might  be  difficult  to  get  at  such 
persons;  but  was  this  country  to  connive  at 
such  practices  after  passing  enactment 
after  enactment  for  three  quarters  of  a 
century  for  the  purpose  of  putting  it  down? 
Now,  if  they  put  an  end  to  their  squadron, 
they  would  be  throwing  the  slave  trade 
op^  to  the  entire  world;  and  the  English, 
from  their  capital  and  enterprise,  in  com- 
merce of  every  kind,  would  soon  become 
amongst  the  largest  dealers  in  this  traffic. 
He  bad  to  offer  his  humble  apology  for  so 
imperfectly  treating  this  the  greatest  cause 
that  ever  was  pleaded  before  a  human  au- 
dience; and  he  hoped  he  would  be  excused 
for  addressing  them  in  his  desire  to  put  an 
end  to  the  evil.  He  hoped  that  the  people 
of  England  would  not  abandon  the  course 
they  had  recently  adopted,  and  for  which 
he  must  say  he  thought  they  had  taken  too 
much  credit  to  themselyes.     On  the  con- 
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trary,  it  was  a  lasting  shame  to  a  Christian 
country  to  have  clung  so  long  to  the  dis- 
graceful practice  of  slavetrading,  in  the 
face  of  the  clearest  conviction,  and  to  have 
BO  tardily  emancipated  their  own  slaves. 
He  strenuously  exhorted  them  by  persever- 
ing in  their  present  righteous  exertions  to 
make  atonement  for  those  offences,  not  to 
relapse  into  them;  and  with  these  views  he 
proposed  an  address  to  cause  British  sub- 
jects who  may  offend  either  at  home  or 
abroad,  to  be  brought  to  justice;  to  induce 
the  enforcement  of  those  treaties  by  which 
other  nations  are  bound  to  co-operate  with 
us  in  suppressing  the  traffic ;  and  to  induce 
them  to  declare  slavetrading  piracy  by 
their  municipal  laws.  All  the  witnesses 
agree  that  some  punishment  of  those  ac- 
taidly  carrying  on  the  trade  would  greatly 
deter  from  it;  but  in  the  present  state  of 
the  world,  it  was  scarcely  to  be  expected  that 
the  power  of  summary  execution  of  the 
pirate  by  hanging  from  the  yard  arm, 
should  be  conceded  to  foreigners.  To 
consign  them  to  the  hands  of  justice, 
for  a  less  severe  punishment — transporta- 
tion and  compulsory  labour  at  Bermuda  or 
elsewhere — would  probably  be  more  effec- 
tual. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  address. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  both  that  House  and  the  public  must 
feel  thankful  to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
for  having  attracted  attention  to  this  impor- 
tant subject.  It  was  not  from  any  disrespect 
to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that  on  this 
occasion  he  should  most  reluctantly  take 
the  course  of  moving  the  previous  question. 
His  reason  for  so  doing  was,  that  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  had  only  been  placed 
that  day  on  their  table,  and  there  had  been 
no  time  for  their  Lordships  to  consider  it. 
It  might,  perhaps,  be  inferred — although 
not  so  purposed  by  his  noble  Friend — from 
the  terms  of  the  address  which  had  just 
been  proposed,  and  also  from  some  circum- 
stances to  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  adverted  in  his  speech,  that  he 
had  some  intention  of  implying  the  exist- 
ence, which  there  certainly  was  not,  of  an 
unwillingness  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
that  had  been  made  for  suppressing  the 
slave  trade,  and  that  the  Government  were 
not  at  this  moment,  as  they  however  un- 
doubtedly were,  giving  to  those  provisions 
their  fullest  effect,  and  also  that  there 
might  be  some  appearance  of  an  inclination 
of  prejudging  in  that  House  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  before  the  Committee  of  the  House 


of  Commons.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe)  wished  their  Lordships  to  have  tho 
amplest  opportunity  of  forming  their  opin- 
ion upon  the  evidence  now  laid  upon  the 
table.  That  the  Government  had  not 
abated  one  jot  of  their  determination  in  re- 
gard to  the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade, 
might  be  shown  by  a  reference  to  the  re- 
corded words  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary for  Foreign  Affairs,  who  in  word 
and  act  had  been  the  consistent  and  con- 
stant supporter  of  the  measures  for  that 
suppression,  and  whose  direction  of  that 
particular  department  was  a  sufficient  proof 
that  no  means  had  been  left  untried  to  give 
full  effect  to  the  numerous  treaties  on  the 
subject  of  the  slave  trade.  With  respect 
to  the  point  adverted  to  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  that  notwithstanding  the 
legislation  upon  the  subject  persons  be- 
longing to  this  country  had  been  found 
criminal  enough  to  have  engaged,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  this  traffic,  the  matter  had 
not  escaped  the  notice  of  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs;  in  proof 
of  which  he  referred  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  to  the  despatch  addressed  by  the 
noble  Secretary  to  certain  consuls,  point- 
ing out  the  law  under  which  British  sub- 
jects were  liable  to  punishment.  Upon 
the  last  point  adverted  to  iu  the  address,  he 
entirely  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend, 
namely,  the  expediency  of  concerting  mea- 
sures for  declaring  the  slave  trade  piracy, 
with  a  mitigation  of  the  punishment  now 
incurred  for  that  crime.  It  was  with  the 
greatest  regret  that  he  moved  the  previous 
question;  but  if  he  could  suppose  that  in 
other  places  opinions  had  been  entertained 
that  this  was  a  traffic  that  should  be  let 
alone,  then  he  should  come  to  the  assist- 
ance of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and 
pronounce  the  strongest  condemnation  of 
any  such  view.  He  trusted  the  time  would 
never  come  when  any  countenance  would 
be  given,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  opin- 
ion that  we  had  the  intention,  or  he  would 
say,  morally  or  religiously  speaking,  the 
right,  to  abandon  our  endeavours  to  put  an 
end  to  that  trade  which  was  the  curse  of 
the  world,  as  it  had  been  a  stigma  on  our 
own  national  character.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess concluded  by  moving  the  previous 
question. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  observed,  that  there 
was  not  the  least  difference  of  opinion  on 
this  subject  in  their  Lordships  House. 
Their  Lordships  would  be  called  upon  to 
decide  upon  a  theory  which  involved  a 
most  trumpery  and  most  ignorant  misap- 
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plication  of  the  principles  of  free  trade — 
principles  which  had  no  more  to  do  with 
tho  question  of  offences  and  crimes — with 
robbery,  piracy,  and  murder,  than  they  had 
to  do  with  any  other  question  the  least  ap- 
plicable of  which  the  human  mind  could 
form  a  conception.  His  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  had  discharged  his 
duty  with  his  wonted  ability  and  firmness. 
His  speech  was  one  of  singular  effect.  It 
had  satisfied  all  but  one;  it  had  fulfilled  all 
other  men's  expectations  except  only  the 
speaker  himself.  It  had  for  ever  set  at 
rest  the  question  of  fact;  on  this  it  was 
a  complete  demonstration,  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  completely  refuted  the 
two  propositions  that  the  slave  trade  had  in- 
creased in  despite  of  all  our  efforts  to  sup- 
press it,  and  that  our  endeavours  had 
aggravated,  instead  of  alleviating,  the  evils 
attending  on  it.  It  was  impossible  for  any 
one  to  read  the  evidence  contained  in  that 
blue  book  without  feeling  convinced  that 
the  witnesses  who  appeared  before  the 
Committee  had  been  called  and  marshalled 
and  examined  for  the  purpose  of  support- 
ing a  foregone  conclusion,  because  it  was 
a  notorious  fact  that  the  friends  of  the  in- 
quiry had  repeatedly  declared  that  the 
object  they  had  in  view  was  to  set  the 
slave  trade  free — preposterously  to  intro- 
duce the  principles  of  free  trade,  forsooth ! 
into  crime.  Unfortunately  they  had  so 
got  into  the  habit  of  talking  of  the  slave 
trade  and  slave-dealing,  that  the  crime  es- 
caped the  reprobation  which  would  have 
been  excited  against  it  in  the  minds  of  all, 
had  it  been,  as  it  ought  to  have  been, 
called  man-stealing  —  and  had  the  deal- 
ers in  that  horrid  trafiic  been  called 
man-stealers.  Had  it  been  spoken  of 
in  that  plain  and  honest  manner  they 
never  would  have  seen  such  a  state  of 
things  suffered  to  exist  as  had  astonished 
them  all  a  short  time  ago — they  never 
would  have  seen  a  Committee  of  one 
House  of  the  Legislature  suffering  a  man 
to  come  before  them  and  say  he  was  a 
felon  in  his  own  country — that  he  had  been 
guilty  of  murder  and  rapine  and  piracy — 
nay,  of  every  crime  which  the  law  contem- 
plated, because  they  were  all  comprised  in 
the  detestable  crime  of  carrying  on  the 
slave  trade — avowing  himself  that  it  was  a 
lucrative  trade,  and  that  he  had  made  a 
fortune  by  it,  without  that  Committee 
sending  him  to  his  trial,  and  afterwards  to 
the  hulks — they  would  never  have  seen 
such  a  man  made  the  cherished,  the  pet, 
the  darling  witness  of  those  promoting  the 
objects  for  which  the  Committee  was  ap- 


pointed. Yet  so  it  was,  a  man  avowedly 
a  felon,  avowedly  one  who  had  made  his 
fortune  in  the  accursed  man-traffic,  was 
called  before  a  Committee,  he  would  not 
say  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  of  one 
House  of  the  Legislature.  Care  was 
taken  to  show  that  he  was  highly  in  favour 
with  some  of  the  parties  there,  an  anxiety 
shown  to  wipe  away  some  of  the  antece- 
dent stains  affixed  upon  his  character, 
and  an  appeal  was  made  to  him  as  to 
the  credibility  of  a  gallant  captain  in  Her 
Majesty's  service.  It  was  no  light  matter 
that  a  felon,  a  felon  avowedly  and  coming 
voluntarily  in  that  character  before  the 
Committee — it  was  no  light  matter  that 
such  a  man  should  be  called  into  any 
court,  either  of  justice  or  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  prejudice  or  stigmatise  any 
one,  far  less  one  holding  Her  Majesty's 
Commission.  He  was  not  opposed  to  in- 
quiry on  the  subject.  He  had  long  been 
of  opinion  that  a  searching  inquiry  before 
a  Committee  of  that  House  into  the  whole 
question — a  searching  and  rigid  inquiry 
into  the  various  forms  which  the  man- 
traffic,  which  the  detestable  crime  assumed, 
would  have  a  most  beneficial  effect.  It 
would  show  one  of  two  things — ^it  would 
either  show  that  the  stigma  which  had 
been  thrown  upon  the  character  of  British 
merchants  was  wholly  and  entirely  un- 
founded, or  it  would  prove — and  he  feared 
that  would  be  the  result — it  would  prove 
that  the  suspicions  which  were  entertained 
were  well  founded,  and  that  the  criminals 
were  to  be  found  within  the  bosom  of  the 
great  mercantile  communities  of  London, 
Bristol,  Liverpool,  and  Manchester,  who 
ought  to  be  dragged  out  into  the  light,  and 
held  up  in  their  true  colours  to  the  wonder- 
ing and  indignant  gaze  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen.  He  would  recommend  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion, and  to  let  the  declaration  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  which  had  been  made 
by  the  noble  Marquess,  go  forth  to  the 
world  unfettered. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  DENMAN 
in  reply,  the  previous  question  was  put. 
Whether  the  said  Question  shall  be  now 
put  ? — Resolved  in  the  Negative. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTORS  BILL. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  moved  that  this  Bill, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  regulate  the 
times  of  payment  of  rates  and  taxes  by 
Parliamentary  electors,  be  read  a  third 
time;  after  which  it  was  his  intention  to 
propose  an  amendment  as  to  the  period  up 
to  which  the  rates  should  be  paid^  to  en- 
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title  parties  to  be  on  the  list  of  voters.  At 
present  the  Bill  provided  that  all  rates 
and  taxes  payable  previously  to  the  11th 
day  of  October  in  the  preceding  year, 
should  be  paid  on  or  before  the  20th  of 
July  next  following.  This  he  had  ascer- 
tained would  interfere  with  the  arrange- 
ments made  by  parishes  for  the  collection 
of  the  rates,  which  were  usually  collected 
half-yearly  ;  he,  therefore,  proposed  that 
instead  of  those  rates  which  should  be- 
come payable  previously  to  the  11th  of 
October  in  the  preceding  year  being  re- 
quired to  be  paid,  all  rates  payable  previ- 
ously to  the  5th  of  January  in  the  same 
year  should  be  actually  paid  before  a  per- 
son could  be  a  registered  voter.  He 
hoped  by  this  alteration  to  obviate  the  ob- 
jection which  was  urged  against  the  Bill 
on  the  second  reading. 

Lord  REDESDALE  approved  of  the 
proposed  Amendment.  It  was  in  accor- 
dance with  one  he  himself  suggested;  but 
at  the  same  time  he  objected  to  their 
Lordships  being  called  upon  to  pass  a 
measure  of  this  importance  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session,  especially  as  the 
second  reading  was  carried  only  by  a  ma- 
jority of  four.  It  involved  an  alteration 
of  the  principle  of  the  Reform  Act,  which 
it  was  admitted  on  all  hands,  ought  not  to 
be  lightly  touched.  He  moved,  therefore, 
that  the  Bill  bo  read  a  third  time  on  that 
day  six  months. 

Their  Lordships  divided  on  question, 
that  the  word  **  now  "  stand  part  of  the 
Motion  : — Contents  31 ;  Not  Contents  28  : 
Majority  3. 

Bill  read  3^     Amendment  made.     Bill 


CRIMINAL  LAW  ADMINISTRATION 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  moved  to  agree  to 
the  Commons*  Amendments  in  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  Administration  Amendment  Bill. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  had  the  great- 
est respect  for  the  House  of  Commons; 
but  he  thought  it  most  outrageous  that 
that  which  their  Lordships  had,  after  full 
consideration,  already  rejected,  should  be 
again  imposed  upon  them.  The  Judges 
had  not  time  to  consider  the  numerous 
cases  which  they  were  at  present  compelled 
to  decide,  and  he  strongly  objected  to  any 
such  additions  to  their  labours  as  this  mea- 
sure proposed. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  observed,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  had  this  subject 
before  them  during  tbe  whole  of  the  pre- 


sent Session.  That  House  sent  to  their 
Lordships  for  a  copy  of  their  report;  they 
had  had  the  evidence  of  Lord  Lyndhurst, 
of  Lord  Penman  himself,  and  of  five 
Judges;  they  had  taken  much  time  to  con- 
sider the  case,  and  they  had  reached  a  de- 
liberate conclusion,  which  most  certainly 
was  entitled  to  every  degree  of  respect. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ments under  consideration  involved  a  ques- 
tion of  the  most  serious  importance.  The 
Bill,  as  it  was  drawn  up,  gave  to  every 
criminal  who  did  not  like  his  conviction 
the  power  to  move  to  set  it  aside  in  a  court 
of  law.  This  was  a  principle  which  he 
did  not  think  had  as  yet  been  fully  dis- 
cussed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned. 
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Reported.— WaXhwak.   Prison;  Fever   (Ireland);    Dublin 
Police;  Local  Acts. 

y*  and  passed: — Sugar  Duties:  Sheep,  &c.,  Contagioua 

Disorders  Prevention. 
Pktitions  Prbskntbd.  By  Sir  Edward  Buxton,  from 
Charles  Miller,  M.A.,  Vicar  of  Harlow,  in  the  Old  Dio* 
cesc  of  London,  respecting  the  Revenues  of  the  Churdi 
of  England.— By  Mr.  Fortescue,  from  the  Inhabitants  of 
the  Borough  of  Barnstaple,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law 
respecting  the  Church  of  England  Clergy. — By  Mr.  J. 
Wilson,  from  the  Sugar  Refiners  of  London,  against  the 
Proposition  for  the  Admission  of  Foreign  Refined  Sugar. 
— Uy  Edward  Bunbury,  from  the  West  Suffolk  Lodge  of 
the  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  for  the  Extenaion 
of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Order.— By  Mc 
Moffiitt,  fh>m  Shipowners,  and  Others,  of  Dartmouth, 
for  a  Repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws. — By  Colonel  Boyle, 
fh>m  the  Ratq>ayen  of  the  Parish  of  Frome  Sdwood,  in 
the  County  of  Somerset,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor 
Law.— By  Mr.  Henley,  ftom  the  Guardians  of  the  Thame 
Union,  in  the  Counties  of  Oxford  and  Buekingham,againit 
the  Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools  BilU— By  Sir 
Lucius  O'Brien,  from  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of 
Clare,  for  selecting  the  River  Shannon  as  the  Outpost 
for  America. — By  Mr.  Mofiktt,  fh>m  Charles  WUIicm 
Gr^ory,  Managing  Owner  of  the  Steam  Ship  "  Coift> 
naiight  Banker,'  for  Inquiry  into  the  Conduct  of  the 
Revenue  Officers,  as  regards  that  VesseL 

SUGAR  DUTIES  BILL, 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  had  an  additional 
clause  to  propose,  and  said  :  Sir,  it  will  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  when 
this  Bill  was  in  Committee  I  moved  a 
clause,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
place  the  English  refiner  on  the  same  foot- 
ing with  foreigners.  At  that  time,  unfor- 
tunately, five-sixths  of  the  House  were  ab- 
sent, and  having  been  defeated  under  such 
circumstances  as  these,  I  think  I  am  per- 
fectly justified  in  trying  my  luck  on  this 
occasion.    All  I  ask  is  this,  that  the  Eng- 
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lishman  may  be  put  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  subjects  of  Holland,  Belgium, 
and  Hanover — that  the  Englishman  refin- 
ing the  sugar  in  England  shall  be  permit- 
ted to  enter  his  sugar  without  paying  a 
duty  upon  it,  whether  it  be  British  colo- 
nial or  foreign  sugar,  and  not  be  obliged, 
as  he  now  is,  in  order  to  obtain  an  equal 
privilege  with  the  Dutchman,  to  carry  his 
sugar  over  to  Holland,,  and  bring  it  back 
here.  I  hold  in  my  hand  some  English 
refined  sugar  that  was  obliged  to  take  a 
voyage  to  Holland  to  become  naturalised 
Dutch  sugar,  in  order  to  enjoy  equal  privi- 
leges with  foreign  sugar  in  the  English 
market.  I  remember  the  indignation  with 
which  all  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  used  to 
inveigh  against  the  navigation  laws  and 
their  protecting  clauses.  They  used  to 
complain  that  Brazilian  sugar  had  to  go 
'  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  in  order  to  be 
entitled  to  the  privileges  of  colonial  sugar. 
They  also  inveighed  against  the  necessity 
of  sending  raw  produce  to  the  United 
States  of  America  in  order  to  entitle  it  to 
come  in  as  American  produce.  All  I  ask 
is  this,  that  when  the  sugar  is  refined  in 
bond  it  may  be  sent  back  to  the  locks  of 
the  Crown,  where  it  will  remain  side  by 
side  with  packages  of  similar  foreign 
sugar,  be  permitted  to  pay  the  same  duty 
with  the  foreign  sugar  ne;xt  to  it,  and  then 
be  entered  for  home  consumption.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  a  proposition  so  reason- 
able cannot  be  resisted  in  this  House.  Sir, 
I  am  told  that  there  will  be  great  difiiculty 
in  accomplishing  this — that  half  a  year*« 
more  preparation  will  be  necessary  in  order 
to  enable  Government  to  frame  a  measure 
that  will  preserve  the  revenue  from  fraud. 
I  cannot  understand  how  any  fraud  can  be 
committed.  I  myself  have  visited  one  of 
these  refineries — a  bond  refinery  of  spe- 
cial security.  I  found  there  a  few  barriers 
of  iron,  and  a  few  padlocks,  and  a  few 
iron  gratings,  such  as  would  confine  a 
lady's  bullfinch.  These  were  all  that  were 
required  to  prevent  any  fraud.  When  I 
heard  that  there  was  all  this  difficulty  in 
making  a  bond  refinery  of  special  security, 
I  expected  to  find  a  building  surrounded 
by  ramparts.  But,  on  the  contrary,  I  dis- 
covered that  the  revenue  required  no  pro- 
tection beyond  that  which  is  usually  given 
by  the  continual  presence  of  a  custom- 
house officer,  who  never  leaves  the  premi- 
ses. Such  a  security  is,  in  fact,  found  in 
the  regulations  of  the  Customs.  There 
arc  at  present  ten  different  checks  in  the 
form  of  documents,  and  one  in  duplicate, 
making  altogether  twelve  securities  that 


are  required  to  prevent  fraud.  These 
bond  warrants  and  securities  are,  in  my 
opinion,  quite  sufficient  to  protect  the  rev- 
enue. Indeed,  during  the  last  fourteen 
years  that  the  refiners  have  been  per- 
mitted to  refine  in  bond,  there  has  not 
been  so  much  as  one  single  conviction  of 
any  one  for  an  attempt  at  fraud.  I  am 
not  surprised  that  there  should  be  such  a 
petition  from  the  home  refiners  as  that 
which  was  this  day  presented.  It  was  be- 
cause the  Government  wanted  to  make  the 
refining  in  bond  compulsory  that  that  pe- 
tition was  presented.  Had  the  Government 
proposed  to  make  the  refining  in  bond  op- 
tional, it  would  be  gratefully  accepted. 
The  spirit  of  the  petition  is  that  the  home 
refiners  should  be  protected  against  the 
Englishman  who  is  now  permitted  to  refine 
in  bond  for  exportation,  and  that  the  fo- 
reigner should  not  have  a  monopoly  against 
the  English  refiner.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
letter  from  Messrs.  Goodhard  and  Patrick, 
on  the  diflSculty  of  refining  in  bond.  [The 
noble  Lord  read  the  letter.  The  writer 
complained  of  the  system  of  compelling 
all  refiners  to  work  in  bond,  and  said  that 
the  supposed  danger  to  the  revenue  from 
the  plan  of  Lord  George  Ben  tick  was  all 
moonshine.  The  refiners  were  ready  to 
give  every  security  against  fraud.  Indeed, 
for  thirteen  years  refining  in  bond  had  been 
carried  on  in  this  country,  and  no  single 
instance  of  fraud  had  been  proved.]  Let 
the  House  understand  that  these  refiners  iu 
bond  do  not  ask  to  be  permitted  to  refine 
sugar  in  bond  for  home  consumption 
brought  here  in  unprivileged  ships.  They 
are  willing  to  surrender  the  privilege  which 
they  now  enjoy,  as  regards  refining  in  bond 
for  foreign  exportation,  and  they  ask  to 
be  permitted  to  enter  their  sugar,  being 
British  colonial  sugar — and  I  am  sure  that 
they  would  refine  the  sugar  of  Demerara 
and  Mauritius  in  bond — and  to  pay  the  fo- 
reign duty  upon  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Westbury  has  stated  that  the  freight 
and  charges  of  sugar  from  Holland  to  this 
country  would  be  at  the  rate  of  2«.  6d, 
per  cwt.  Are  the  English  refiners  to  be 
forced  to  have  recourse  to  this  humiliating 
and  expensive  process  of  sending  their 
sugar  over  to  Holland  in  order  to  become 
naturalised  and  be  entitled  to  the  privileges 
of  the  English  market  ?  The  conveyance 
to  Holland  and  back  again  is  from  I;.  6d, 
to  2s.  6d.  per  cwt.,  while  the  freight  and 
charges  of  sugar  from  Holland  to  Hull  at 
this  time  is  only  9d.  per  cwt.  I  am  aware 
that  Messrs.  Goodhard  and  Patrick  have 
not  succeeded  in  obtaining  the  consent  of 
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ihh  (!miffrM  Uf  ^Uff  iWr  «>Jj(»r  m  whiUf 
H\hy*'A  %n^w,  Thdif  fn^rry  ou  »  gr^^  tm^Je 
f/jr  rtifium((  HMtfar  fr/r  f//rei^  ftnd  h//fne 
4s4mnmnyiton,  1  would  Mk  Ui«;  ChAric<;]]or 
f/f  ih'$  k%(ihtf*\Wfr,  Mui  hon,  (ifmiUnnfsn  on 
th«  'tfp.Murf  Umeh,  how  th<?j  in'san  to 
tfk;tt]  with  iho  J)MU;h  tn/aty  ?  How  can 
ihffy  <;xr;lu<lo  MUtfAm  manufacture  in  the 
ntitftti  WAjr  aw  M^nnrn,  Go^klhard  and  Pa- 
tri/;k  \  ?  Tho»o  f(«;ntl<mif;n  do  not  preiume 
to  May  that  nuy;»rn  aro  hrought  to  thin  utan- 
dard  hy  lK5i«j(  whito  clayed.  It  la  by 
|(oifif(  throuj(h  a  proccNH  of  refining,  Ift 
tho  Ciofflrnrrient  jirermrcd  to  iiay  that  no 
nuftnrn  can  j(o  through  the  proceHH  of,  lite- 
rally upeakintf,  claying,  hut  the  »ugarB  of 
the  country  of  which  clayed  HUgars  arc  now 
the  growth  and  produce  ?  Do  you  mean  to 
bring  up  thiM  qucHtion  of  growth  and  pro* 
duco  to  Muit  your  prenent  purpose  V  When 
it  did  not  unit  your  ]»urpoiie  you  rnado  no 
n\w.\\  dintiiictioM.  If  you  are  not  prepared 
to  Ntop  tlu)  refined  NUgar  of  Calcutta,  and 
Ilftgnhaw'n  HUgar,  how  will  you  prevent  the 
HUgar  of  Holland  from  coming  in?  If 
you  do  not  prohibit  the  HUgara  of  Holland 
frf)m  coming  in,  with  what  face  can  you 
nay  to  MoHHrH.  Goodhard  and  Patrick, 
••  Wo  know  from  your  looker  that  your 
HUgarn  are  of  the  Hamo  standard  and  go 
through  the  same  process  as  white  clayed 
sugars — as  the  sugars  of  Holland  ;  wo 
will  pormit  the  Holland  sugar  to  come  in 
and  nay  LMn.  7</.  duty;  hut  we  will  not 
])ornut  your  sugar  to  come  in  for  homo 
consumption,  bocauso  wo  know  from  our 
locker  ovor  your  n^finory  that  this  sugar 
has  boon  n^fmod  in  the  samo  way  that  tho 
sugars  of  Holland  arc  rofinoii  V'  Is  it 
not  a  humiliating  circumatunco  that  Kng- 
lishmon  must  sond  thinr  manufactun'S 
abroad  in  onlor  that  they  nmy  be  placed 
on  an  oqual  footing  with  the  proiluoo  of 
for^Mgn  countries  f  Havt>  wo  not  a  right 
to  say  that  this  is  a  foroign-loving  Cioveni- 
mcnt^  a  Oovornmont  that  pn^fors  the 
intci^'^st  of  fonMgnors  to  tho  inton^st  of 
KngbsUmon  i  All  I  ask  i*»  that  von  will 
pvo  fair  plsy  to  the  o«org>\  *VilK  and  on- 
U"*r|mso  of  T\nir  own  <snmtrymow,  and  will 
IHM  put  a  bkn  on  tho  n^tinors  of  Kngland« 
v^hilo  you  h«^d  ont  an  adxanlAp^  to  tho 
ivtiiK'T^  of  ftvroign  o^^\wurto*,  I  Wjj  loaw 
tH\  woxv  \hc  insortion  of  iho  f^dWmc 
<^iic  :-- 
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a&d  ^tfa  Tie^  e.  dl,  in  tike  tmie  of  1 
in  ^ffjbd  for  crzpofiatkiB,  to  enter  the  prodacu  ex- 
trsMted  from  the  mne  for  home  consuDpOoa, 
anjthinf  in  the  aforesaid  Aet  or  Acts,  or  aay  other 
A«t  to  the  e^mtrary  notvithstaadinf ,  at  the  rates 
of  Dutiet  leriod  nnon  Foreign  Sugar,  as  set  forth 
in  the  tliird  Sebednle  of  this  Aet,  under  the  same 
regulations  as  are  now,  or  mzj  hereafter,  be  xp- 
pli«d  bj  iler  Majett/s  OtBeers  of  Gnstoms  to  the 
txyf/riAXMm  of  toeh  Sugar;  Prorided  always,  Tliat 
sach  person  or  persons  as  aforesaid  sludl  pro- 
Tioosly  giro  bond  to  the  tatiffiietion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Commissioners  of  Customs  to  use  such 
Sugar  only  as  shall  have  been  imported  in  ships 
privileged  under  the  Navigation  Laws  to  import 
Sugar  for  entry  to  home  consumption." 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  first  time. 
On  the  question  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time, 

Tho  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHB- 
QUE II  rose  to  repeat  the  opposition  which 
on  a  former  occasion  he  gave  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord,  and  expressed 
tiis  regret  that  the  noble  Lord  should  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  have  gone  over  the 
same  ground  again.  The  noble  Lord  ar« 
gucd,  that  certain  privileges  ought  to  be 
granted  to  our  countrymen  as  a  matter  of 
justice.  There  were  undoubtedly  great 
advantages  attending  a  general  system  of 
refining  in  bond.  This  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  had  never  denied  for  a 
moment :  on  tho  contrary,  he  had  stated 
them  on  a  former  occasion.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  were  great  difficulties  in  the 
way.  Tho  Government  at  present  could 
not  dearly  see  their  way  to  the  adoption 
of  a  general  system;  but  between  this  and 
the  next  Session  they  intended  to  consider 
tho  subject.  He  had  had  several  confer- 
ences on  the  subject  with  refiners  both  of 
tho  town  and  country;  and  they  perfectly 
concurred  in  the  views  of  the  Government, 
•  that  though  a  general  system  had  great 
^  advantages,  yet  it  was  surrounded  with 
:  groat  praciical  difficulties.  If  such  a  sys- 
toro  wore  adopted,  it  must  be  adopted  oni- 
'  vonmilly,  and  at  present  they  did  not  see 
their  way  to  it«  They  stated,  in  a  memo- 
ri.-^l  to  the  GoTemment^  thai  the  subject 
inxx^lvetl  msny  practical  difficulties:  that 
the  syj^tem  would  impoM>  niany  Texalaona 
Tv^trietions:  aihl  that  at  this  late  neiiod 
of  the  Se<M4on  it  ^  ould  be  impMsiW  to 
)>repare  a  wv^IUU^rraited  axwl  coimpreheMif^ 
K'hewe.  A  |vtui»VR  had  been  pm^^nted  to 
the  He«#.^,  *ii:^e»l  h\  exvrr  re^ner  in  Lo»- 
^«\«  h»t  t>*"o  a^r^in^t  the  ykr*>^|v«sal  of  the 
tt«hle  l^\nt  The  »h^hie  lrf»T>i  mia*  not 
theT\^!\v:v  e^vrreel  ^n  >V^^^-  ^^  '^^  "*** 
the  ix>^we*t  *^^"  <W  w^vrei-*  xt,  l#Mi4oqa.  The 
VNvKie  U-^Ni  »^<^»Ax  ^1  ^  ^5^  tVN  *he  vvwn|«Rl««y 
fMI  WT  iW  \dy<«^M^M#rHNl  ]«yfiMliMIII  dMt 
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the  refiners  objected;  but  the  principal 
part  of  the  refiners  in  London  told  him, 
that  unless  the  measure  was  made  univer- 
sally  compulsory,  they  did  not  see  any 
safety  to  the  revenue.  He  could  not  per- 
ceive what  injustice  could  be  done  by  put- 
ting all  parties  on  the  same  footing  who 
carried  on  the  trade  of  the  country.  Any 
question  respecting  the  foreign  refiner  did 
not  apply  to  persons  refining  in  bond,  but 
to  the  great  body  of  refiners.  The  duty 
imposed  on  Dutch  refiners  was  a  reasonable 
protection  to  English  refiners,  and  by  it 
justice  was  done  to  all  parties.  He  con- 
fessed it  was  impossible  for  him  to  see  that, 
because  refined  foreign  sugar  was  admitted 
into  this  country,  therefore  the  refiner  in 
bond  should  be  allowed  to  do  what  the 
great  body  of  the  trade  were  not  allowed 
to  do.  The  Chairman  of  the  Customs,  to 
whom  this  question  had  been  referred,  sa- 
tisfied himself  that  it  was  impossible  to 
secure  the  revenue  if  the  noble  Lord's  pro- 
position were  adopted;  and  when  the  noble 
Lord  talked  of  twelve  restrictions  against 
fraud,  he  (the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) was  afraid  they  came  under  the  de- 
scription of  being  paper  securities,  and  not 
real  securities.  If  fraud  could  be  detected, 
there  would  be  an  end  of  the  difficulty,  as 
the  guilty  party  might  be  punished.  But 
the  difficulty  here  was  to  detect  the  fraud, 
against  the  perpetration  of  which  those 
papers  afforded  no  security  whatever.  He 
was  not  arguing  against  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  refining  in  bond,  but  against  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord.  That  proposal 
was  dangerous  to  the  revenue,  injurious  to 
the  fair  trader,  and  opposed  by  the  great 
body  of  the  trade.  Ho  hoped,  therefore, 
the  House  would  affirm  its  previous  deci- 
sion, and  not  adopt,  against  the  general 
wish  of  the  parties  interested,  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  had 
asked  how  Dutch  sugar  was  to  be  excluded 
from  this  country.  The  only  ground  upon 
which  Dutch  sugar  was  admitted  into  this 
country  was,  that  it  was  the  manufac- 
ture of  that  country.  All  the  sugar  from 
India  came  in  as  raw  sugar.  Dutch  raw 
sugar  was  inadmissible,  but  Dutch  manu- 
factured sugar  was  admissible  on  paying 
the  duties.  It  was  only  as  refined  sugar  it 
was  admissible.  He  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  considered  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  be  unjust  to  all  parties 
engaged  in  the  refining  trade  of  this  coun- 
try. If  the  refiner  in  bond  paid  the  duty 
in  the  first  instance,  then  no  injury  what- 
ever was  inflicted  on  any  body,  and  the  re- 
fining trade  remained  on  the  «ame  footing 


as  the  general  trade  of  the  country.  Th^ 
Government  would  direct  its  attention  to 
the  subject  during  the  recess,  in  the  hope 
of  adopting  some  general  measure  that 
would  apply  to  all  parties. 

Mr.  BERNAL  said,  all  sugars,  not 
merely  foreign  sugars,  but  British  colonial 
sugars,  should  be  admitted  to  the  refiners 
of  this  country  for  the  benefit  of  all  parties. 
He  believed  that  to  be  perfectly  practicable, 
and  that  the  chemical  and  mechanical  skill 
of  the  Board  of  Excise  would  be  sufficient 
to  guard  the  revenue  against  fraud.  The 
state  of  the  sugar  market  showed  that  the 
House  had  been  acting  most  ruinously  to- 
wards those  engaged  in  the  sugar  trade* 
The  introduction  of  the  Sugar  Duties  Bill, 
and  the  discussions  upon  it,  had  driven  down 
the  market  3s.  the  cwt.,  and  had  ex- 
tracted from  the  pockets  of  the  sugar 
growers  perhaps  3L  per  hogshead.  The 
refiners  in  Whitechapel  had  been  selling  at 
50«.  the  cwt.  That  sum  included  the  re- 
duced duty  of  13*.  a  cwt.,  4«.  for  freight, 
and  2$.  for  charges.  How  was  the  unfor- 
tunate person  who  produced  this  sugar  to 
cultivate  his  estates  under  such  circum- 
stances ?  The  real  question  now  was, 
whether  our  colonics  were  worth  preserving 
or  not.  You  will  at  least  reduce  your  co- 
lonies to  such  a  state  of  ruin  and  distress, 
that  it  will  take  years  to  restore  them  to  a 
condition  in  which  they  will  be  of  use  to 
the  mother  country.  The  consequence  of 
the  legislation  of  that  House  with  regard 
to  the  West  Indies  would  be,  that  estates 
would  be  abandoned,  labourers  thrown  out 
of  employment,  and,  the  colonies  returning 
to  a  state  of  barbarism,  dissatisfaction 
would  be  produced  at  home  and  abroad, 
and  injury  inflicted  upon  every  one  of  the 
interests  of  this  great  empire. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  thought  it  would  be 
well  that  some  general  system  of  refining 
in  bond  should  be  adopted;  but  as  the 
Session  was  so  far  advanced,  and  the  right 
hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
held  out  hopes  of  a  measure  on  the  subject 
being  introduced  next  Session,  he  should 
give  his  vote  against  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn. 

Mr.  HERRIES  said,  it  was  admitted  on 
all  hands  that  the  rejection  of  the  proposif 
tion  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
King's  Lynn  would  inflict  great  injustice 
on  English  industry  and  English  capital; 
and  all  the  answer  that  the  Government 
could  give  was,  that  they  were  not  skilful 
enough  to  find  a  remedy.  The  Govern- 
ment would  soon  have  to  repent  of  their 
policy  with  xe^^  to  our  West  Indian 
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colonies.  Every  packet  brought  them  in- 
telligence of  the  dangers  which  they  were 
creating  in  the  colonies.  Every  packet 
told  them  how  precarious  their  tenure  of 
the  colonies  was  becoming,  in  consequence 
of  their  legislation.  Lord  Grey,  in  a  re- 
cent despatch  to  the  colonies,  had  told 
them  that  they  must  no  longer  look  to 
the  mother  country  for  protection — they 
must  be  prepared  to  enter  into  full 
competition  with  foreigners  altogether  un- 
aided by  the  British  Government.  That 
was  not  the  way  in  which  to  govern  this 
great  empire — to  preserve  our  colonial  or 
any  other  interest.  The  Government  had 
involved  themselves  in  the  greatest  incon- 
sistency, and  had  not  even  had  the  courage 
to  carry  out  their  own  principles.  They 
had  abandoned  free  trade,  whilst  their  mea- 
sure of  protection  was  so  paltry  that  it 
would  be  of  no  service  to  those  for  whom 
it  professed  to  be  brought  forward.  It 
was  not  denied  that  the  Act  of  1846  had 
given  the  greatest  encouragement  to  the 
cupidity  of  those  who  were  concerned  in 
the  carrying  on  of  the  slave  trade,  whilst 
at  the  same  time  it  had  brought  ruin  upon 
the  colonies.  This  miserable  expedient 
must  have  the  effect  of  destroying  the  loy- 
alty of  our  colonies,  and  their  ultimate  se- 
verance from  the  mother  country — a  cata- 
strophe which  he  was  sure  would  be  as 
much  deplored  by  the  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  benches  as  any  other  men  in  that 
House. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  complained  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  failed  to  show  any  reasons  for 
his  determination  to  vote  for  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn  ;  he  had  preferred  making  an  attack 
upon  the  policy  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  defending  his  intended  vote.  He 
could  assure  the  House  that  he  would  be 
the  last  man  to  deny  that  the  present  state 
of  the  West  Indian  colonies  was  such  as 
to  inspire  every  lover  of  this  country,  in 
common  with  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  the  greatest  auxiety  and  alarm. 
He  never  had  disputed  the  fact  that  great 
distress  prevailed  in  those  colonies,  and  that 
any  remedies  which  they  could  fairly  apply 
to  that  distress  it  was  their  duty  at  once  to 
adopt.  But  the  House  should  bear  in 
mind  that  the  English  colonies  were  not 
the  only  ones  labouring  under  distress. 
Cuba,  in  which  slavery  was  rife,  and  the 
colonial  possessions  of  the  French,  were  at 
present  suffering  from  great  distress.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Herries)  opposed 
the  Ooyeroment  proposition  because  they 


had  not  proposed  a  system  of  permanent 
protection  for  the  colonies ;  but  it  was  not 
for  the  interest  of  the  British  colonists 
themselves  that  any  hope  of  the  Imperial 
Legislature  returning  to  the  system  of 
protective  duties  should  be  held  out.  He 
believed  that  nothing  could  be  more  fatal 
to  their  prosperity.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  blamed  his  (Mr.  Labouchere's) 
noble  Friend,  Lord  Grey,  because  he  had 
stated  in  a  despatch  to  the  West  Indies 
that  they  must  ultimately  look  for  unre- 
stricted competition  with  the  colonies  of 
other  countries.  Why,  there  was  only  one 
point  on  which  the  Committee  of  that 
House  which  had  recently  sat  upon  the 
West  Indian  question  were  unanimously 
agreed — he  believed  that  there  was  only 
one  dissentient  voice  to  the  opinion  that 
the  West  Indian  colonies  must  eventually 
look  for  unrestricted  competition  with  fo- 
reign countries,  namely,  the  noble  Lord  who 
presided  over  the  Committee;  and  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  complained  of 
Lord  Grey  having  expressed  himself  to 
the  colonists  to  the  same  effect.  [Mr« 
Herries  had  not  advocated  permanent, 
but  merely  temporary  protection.]  He  did 
not  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  by  **  temporary  protection."  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  (Mr.  Bemal)  had  said  that  this  Bill 
had  had  the  effect  of  knocking  down  the 
prices  very  much  in  the  sugar  market. 
Now,  he  held  in  his  hand  a  statement 
which  he  found  in  the  City  article  of  the 
Times  newspaper  of  that  day,  which  he 
thought  was  very  much  at  variance  with 
the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend.  The 
article  stated  that,  notwithstanding  the 
hostility  that  was  exhibited  by  the  Jamaica 
press  to  the  Ministerial  measures,  prices 
had  risen  considerably.  It  could  not  be 
disputed,  therefore  that  his  hon.  Friend's 
statement  as  to  this  Bill  having  caused  a 
reduction  in  prices  in  the  West  Indies,  was 
not  correct. 

Mu.  HUME  would  vote  for  the  propo- 
sition of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn,  beoause  he  protested  against  a  law 
which  compelled  the  English  consumer  to 
pay  the  expense  which  was  incurred  by  the 
English  importer  being  obliged  to  take  his 
sugar  to  Holland  to  have  it  refined.  The 
Government  should  not  suffer  an  inefScient 
'  Cuitom-house  to  impede  a  measure  of  jus-* 
I  tice  and  benefit  to  all  classes.  The  Go- 
vernment said  that  they  were  not  yet  pre- 
pared with  the  necessary  arrangements  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  intentions  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn;  but  why 
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were  tbey  not  prepared  ?  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  enable  the  consumer 
in  this  country  to  obtain  his  sugar  at  the 
lowest  possible  price,  and  that  could  not  be 
done  until  permission  was  given  to  the 
English  importer  to  refine  sugar  in  bond ; 
and  that  being  the  object,  as  he  believed, 
of  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
felt  bound  to  give  it  his  support. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  :  When  last  this  ques- 
tion was  brought  under  discussion,  he  op- 
posed the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lynn,  because  he  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulburn) 
that  it  would  be  very  unjust  to  give  a  pri- 
vilege to  one  class  of  refiners  in  this  country 
which  was  refused  to  the  rest;  but  having 
since  heard  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  regard  to  the  enormous  injustice 
that  they  were  about  to  perpetrate  upon  a 
body  of  refiners,  by  allowing  the  Dutch  to 
refine  sugar  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
English  sugar  merchant,  whom  they  would 
not  permit  to  refine,  he  now  thought  that 
the  alternative  of  the  noble  Lord  was  better 
than  the  proposition  of  the  Government. 
With  regard  to  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  that  the  colonies  of  other  coun- 
tries were  suff'eri ng  as  well  as  those  of 
Great  Britain,  he  had  to  observe,  that  the 
accounts  received  from  Cuba,  Brazil,  <kc., 
did  not  justify  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said  :  I  wish  to  say 
only  a  few  words  in  consequence  of  what 
fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness. 
He  said  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  ought 
not  to  have  stated  that  he  meant  to  propose 
a  measure  with  respect  to  refining  sugar  in 
bond,  unless  he  fully  intended  to  bring 
such  a  measure  forward,  or  if  ho  had  not  a 
belief  that  such  a  measure  was  to  be  brought 
forward.  Now,  the  sense  of  what  my  right 
hon.  Friend  stated  was  this,  that  it  was 
a  subject  encumbered  with  great  diffi- 
culties, and  that  he  would  consider  of  such 
a  measure  during  the  recess;  that  if  he  saw 
his  way  to  a  good  and  practicable  measure, 
he  would  propose  to  introduce  it,  but  that 
ho  would  not  pledge  himself  to  bring  such 
a  measure  forward  until  he  had  fully  con- 
sidered the  difficulties  belonging  to  it.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  had  interviews  with 
persons  connected  with  the  trade  upon  this 
subject;  but  having  asked  the  Chairman  of 
Customs,  Sir  Thomas  Fremantle,  to  pay 
particular  attention  to  this  subject,  after  a 
very  careful  investigation^  ho  has  come  to 
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the  conclusion  that  refining  in  bond  under 
the  present  Custom-house  arrangements 
could  not  be  carried  on  without  much  in- 
convenience to  the  trade,  and  fraud  on  the 
revenue.  This  question,  therefore,  is  one 
which  cannot  be  decided  in  a  few  days;  it 
is  a  subject  which  I  think  requires  serious 
practical  examination. 

Mr.  G.  THOMPSON,  as  the  represen- 
tative of  the  great  body  of  English  sugar 
refiners  in  the  metropolis,  felt  bound  to 
give  his  cordial  support  to  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck).  He 
had  listened  with  the  utmost  attention  to 
every  word  which  had  been  said  during  tho 
debate,  and  felt  thoroughly  convinced  that 
Government,  having  offered  no  solid  argu- 
ment for  the  course  they  took,  there  must 
be  some  Dutch  influence  at  the  bottom 
of  it. 

Mr.  JAMES  WILSON  was  aware,  in 
consequence  of  what  fell  on  one  occasion 
from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck), 
to  what  house  the  hon.  Member  alluded. 
He  (Mr.  Wilson)  had  never  had  the  slightest 
communication  with  that  foreign  house, 
one  way  or  the  other,  upon  the  subject. 
The  present  proposition  was  to  give  effect 
to  the  request  of  a  single  refiner  in  bond, 
he  being  at  the  same  time  a  refiner  for  the 
home  market.  If  carried,  it  would  enable 
him,  by  dividing  his  cargoes  between  his 
two  refining  houses,  the  inferior  part  to 
the  one  and  the  better  to  the  other,  to  put 
in  his  pocket  a  certain  sum  which  he  would 
otherwise  have  had  to  pay  to  the  revenue; 
and  nine- tenths  of  the  refiners  could  not  in 
practice  take  advantage  of  such  a  permis- 
sion. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  clause  be  read  a  second  time  : — Ayes 
40;  Noes  70  :  Majority  30. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Bankes,  G. 
Christy,  S. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Duncombc,  hon.  0. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
FitzGerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gwyn,  II. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  II.  A. 
Ilerries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Ilildyard.  T,  B.  T. 
Iluiiie,  J. 

0 


Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  U. 
Keogh,  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Mofl&tt,  G. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Napier,  J. 
Newdegato,  C.  N, 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Verner,  Sir  W. 
Vy»e,  R.  H.  R.  U. 


38f 


Currency. 


{COMMOi^S} 


Cfurreney, 


S88 


Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wodehouse,  E. 


TSLLBRB. 

Bentinok,  Lord  G. 
BaiUie,  H.  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Bernal,  R. 
Boylo,  hon.  Col. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
Brotherton,  J. 
BuUer,  C. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Childors,  J.  W. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Bundas,  Adm. 
Ebringtou,  Visct, 
Evans,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Hobhouse,rt.hon.  Sir  J, 
Hobhousc,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Labduchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 


L. 


Lewis,  G.  0. 
M'Gregof,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Parker,  J. 
Pigott,  F. 
Raphael,  A. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rumbold,  C.  E, 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Shelburne,  Earl  of 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Somcrville,rt.  hn.  SirW. 
Thornely,  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Vano,  Lord  H. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TSLLERS. 

Tufnell,  II. 
Uill,  Lord  M. 


Waddington,  H.  S.  Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

XBLLERS. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G.  Spooner,  R. 


Lord  G.  BENTINCK  brought  forward 
a  series  of  alterations  in  the  schedules,  to 
correct,  as  he  said,  the  blunders  of  Min- 
isters. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
17s.  as  the  duty  on  brown  clayed  sugar, 
for  which  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  sub- 
stitute 1 65.  6d.  stand  part  of  the  Bill : — 
Ayes  80;  Noes  17  :   Majority  63. 

The  House  divided  again  on  the  ques- 
tion, that  lOs.  4:d.  stand  part  of  the  Bill  as 
the  duty  on  sugar  candy,  instead  of  I6s.  as 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  ; — Ayes  81 ; 
Noes  16  :  Majority  65. 

[It  will  answer  all  useful  purposes  to 
give  only  the  Noes  on  the  second  of  these 
two  divisions.] 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Baldock,  E.  II. 
Christy,  S. 
Dick,  Q. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 


Keogh,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Vomer,  Sir  W. 
Vys©,R.n.R.H. 


Bill  passed. 

CURRENCY. 

Mr.  HERRIES  would  endeavour  to 
confine  himself  as  much  as  possible  to  the 
subject  to  which  he  was  anxious  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House.  The  Motion 
he  had  to  submit  was  as  follows :— - 

"  That  this  House  will,  early  in  the  next  Ses* 
sion  of  Parliament,  take  into  its  serious  ooiuid- 
eration  the  Reports  from  the  Committee  of  this 
House,  and  from  the  Committee  of  the  iSouie 
of  Lords  communicated  to  this  House,  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Causes  of  the  reeent  Com- 
mercial Distress,  and  how  &r  it  has  been  afliooted 
by  the  Laws  fbr  regulating  the  issue  of  Bank 
Notes  payable  on  demand." 
He  was  satisfied  that  the  country  looked 
with  the  greatest  anxiety  to  the  result  of 
this  Motion,  and  that  result  would  be  most 
unsatisfactory,  unless  the  House  expressed 
an  opinion  that  early  in  the  ensuing  Ses- 
sion it  would  take  the  subject  into  its  atten- 
tive consideration.  At  this  late  period  of 
the  Session  it  would  be  impossible  to  enter 
into  an  inquiry  with  any  satisfactory  re- 
sult. These  reports  had  produced  a  deep 
impression  on  the  public  mind;  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  it  was  impossible 
to  exaggerate;  and  he  could  not  do  better 
than  illustrate  that  by  the  words  of  one 
who  in  that  House  was  always  listened  to 
with  the  greatest  attention.  In  1844,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  in  introducing  the  measure  to  which 
these  reports  referred,  said — 

"  I  shall  at  once  proceed  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Conmiittee  to  a  matter  which  enters  into 
every  transaction  of  which  money  forms  a  part. 
There  is  no  contract,  public  or  private — no  en- 
gagement, national  or  individual — which  is  Un- 
affected by  it.  The  enterprises  of  commerce,  the 
profits  of  trade,  the  arrangements  made  in  all 
the  domestic  relations  of  society,  the  wages  of 
labour,  pecuniary  transactions  of  the  highest 
amount  and  of  the  lowest,  the  payment  of  the  na- 
tional debt,  the  provision  for  the  national  expen- 
diture, the  command  which  the  coin  of  the  smal- 
lest denomination  has  over  the  necessaries  of  life, 
arc  all  atfected  by  the  decision  to  which  we  may 
come  on  that  great  question  which  I  am  about  to 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  Committee." 

It  was  necessary  that  he  should  state  the 
history  of  those  Acts,  the  operation  of 
which  had,  in  his  opinion,  conduced  to 
bring  us  into  our  present  position.  In  1844 
the  then  Executive  Government  availed  it- 
self of  the  opportunity  which  then  offered  to 
revise  the  engagements  which  it  had  en- 
tered into  with  the  Bank  of  England — and 
proposed  to  the  House  a  plan  making 
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great  alterations  in  the  engagements  then 
existing  between  the  Bank  and  the  public, 
for  the  regulation  from  that  time  forward 
of  the  currency  of  the  kingdom.  In  his 
opinion,  the  failure  of  that  measure  had 
been  demonstrated;  and  the  House  should 
determine,  as  speedily  as  possible,  whether 
it  should  be  persisted  in  or  modified  or 
abandoned.  He  apprehended  that  the  al- 
teration to  which  the  House  had  assented 
in  1844  proceeded  upon  the  assumption 
that  it  was  necessary  to  introduce  some 
stringent  measure,  for  the  regulation  of 
that  portion  of  the  currency  of  the  country 
which  consisted  in  the  issue  of  bank-notes 
payable  on  demand.  It  was  assumed  that 
to  the  unregulated  issue  of  bank-notes 
some  of  those  convulsions  from  which  the 
commercial  world  occasionably  suflfered 
were  owing — it  was  assumed  that  by  the 
imposition  of  certain  regulations  on  the 
issue  of  the  bank-note  currency,  the  oc- 
currence of  those  convulsions  would,  for  the 
future,  be  prevented;  that  too  great  fluctu- 
ation in  the  interest  of  money  would  be 
averted  ;  that  undue  speculation  would  be 
prevented ;  and,  above  all,  and  as  the  cli- 
max of  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
imposition  of  these  regulations,  that  the 
convertibility  of  bank-notes  would  be  effec- 
tually secured.  Many  persons,  even  at 
that  time,  were  of  opinion  that  the  causes 
alluded  to  could  not  be  the  real  causes  of 
those  evils  ;  that  the  currency  did  not  de- 
termine the  prices  of  commodities;  that  to 
lay  restrictions  on  the  currency  would  not 
cure  those  evils,  while  by  circumscribing 
the  issue  of  notes  payable  on  demand,  they 
would,  by  the  machinery  used  for  that 
purpose,  create  dangers  greater  than  any 
to  which  the  commercial  world  had  been 
previously  exposed.  These  opinions  were 
held  by  persons  of  high  authority.  They 
doubted  whether  the  division  of  the  Bank 
into  two  departments — the  one  for  the 
issue  of  notes,  at  the  same  time  restricting 
that  issue  to  14,000,000?.— the  other  for 
the  transaction  of  banking  business  only, 
would  ailsteer  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended,  and  whether,  without  answering 
that  purpose,  it  would  not  in  itself  give 
rise  to  great  difficulties.  An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  had  taken  a  very  promi- 
nent part  in  these  discussions  ;  and  he 
was  greatly  indebted  to  the  labours  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  for  much  valuable  informa- 
tion. No  one  had  stated  more  clearly  than 
had  the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury,  in  the 
valuable  work  which  he  had  published  on 
this  subject,  the  objections  which  existed 


to  the  theory  which  had  been  propounded, 
and  the  difficulties  which  might  possibly 
arise  if  it  were  attempted  to  reduce  that 
theory  to  practice.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  supported  out  of  the  House  by 
other  able  persons.  In  the.  House  views 
of  a  somewhat  similar  nature  had  been 
propounded  by  two  Gentlemen  who  were 
at  present  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  whom  he  regretted  not  to 
see  in  their  places  that  night.  He  alluded 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Kin  sale,  and  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Commissioner  for  the  Poor  Laws.  Time 
had  already  brought  to  the  test  the  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  which  then  existed^ 
Three  years  had  not  elapsed  before  they 
were  called  upon  to  abandon  the  measure 
which  had  been  then  introduced.  In  the 
course  of  three  years  the  objections  which 
had  been  made  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury  had 
been  shown  to  be  well  founded,  and  his 
apprehensions  as  to  the  results  of  the  mea- 
sure had  proved  too  true.  It  was  now 
demonstrated  beyond  a  doubt  that  the  Act 
had  not  succeeded  in  preventing  undue 
and  extravagant  speculation.  Speculations 
more  extravagant  than  those  which  had 
been  entered  into  since  the  passing  of  this 
Act  had  been  unknown  in  the  commercial 
history  of  this  country.  It  had  not  pre- 
vented the  most  extraordinary  fluctuations 
in  the  value  of  money.  Within  the  course 
of  eight  or  nine  months  the  interest  of 
money,  as  regulated  by  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, had  varied  from  three  per  cent  to  ten 
per  cent.  Had  it  succeeded  in  securing 
the  convertibility  of  notes  ?  He  thought 
he  should  be  able  to  show  that  it  had  not. 
The  history  of  the  last  six  months  was 
alone  sufficient  to  show  that  all  the  predic- 
tions of  those  who  had  warned  the  country 
of  the  possible  evils  of  the  change,  had 
turned  out  but  too  true.  He  would  not  go 
back  to  thct  ransactions  of  October — they 
were  still  fresh  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House,  and  long  would  be  fresh  in  the 
minds  of  all  those  who  took  an  interest  in 
commercial  matters.  In  consequence  of 
the  events  which  then  happened,  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  obliged  to  step  in  and 
to  suspend  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1844,  and  the  Government  had  done  wisely. 
Parliament  had  been  called  together  in 
November,  in  consequence  of  these  events* 
They  had  been  told  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  that  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  upon^  themselves  the  re- 
sponsibility of  advising  Her  Majesty  to 
02 
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suspend  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1844, 
and  the  House  had  decided  unanimously 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  acted 
wisely  in  so  doing.  His  ohject  was,  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  the  necessity  of 
giving  an  assurance  to  the  public,  that  it 
would,  on  the  earliest  opportunity,  under- 
take the  consideration  of  the  Act  of  1844, 
BO  far  as  it  operates  as  a  restriction  on  the 
currency,  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  whe- 
ther it  shall  be  continued,  or  modified,  or 
repealed.  When  Parliament  met  in  No- 
vember, unusual  haste  had  been  made  by 
the  Government  to  forestall  any  Motion 
which  might  be  made  on  the  subject.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  at  once 
placed  on  the  books  a  notice  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry.  Any  attempt,  there- 
fore, that  might  have  been  made  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject, 
would  have  been  met  by  the  reply  that  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  subject  had 
been  appointed.  He  did  not  accuse  the 
Government  of  any  design  to  throw  over 
the  subject  to  such  a  late  period  of  the 
Session  that  it  should  be  impossible  to 
discuss  it;  but  such  had  been  the  effect  of 
the  course  adopted,  and  that  such  would 
be  the  effect  had  been  foreseen.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  composition  of  the 
Committee,  that  had  been  discussed  fre- 
quently in  the  House,  and  had  given  great 
dissatisfaction.  Twenty-six  persons  had 
been  appointed  on  it  —  a  most  unusual 
number.  The  supposed  opponents  of  the 
measure  appointed  on  Committee  amounted 
to  eight  or  nine,  or  at  most  ten;  the  re- 
mainder were  supposed  to  be  favourable  to 
it.  At  the  same  time  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  appointed  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry into  the  same  subject,  and  in  the 
same  terms.  Both  Committees  had  fin- 
ished their  labours,  and  they  had  now  be- 
fore them  two  reports,  one  of  the  Lords 
and  the  other  of  the  Commons,  and  he  was 
desirous  that,  by  the  adoption  of  his  Mo- 
tion, the  House  should  pledge  itself  to  take 
those  reports  into  its  consideration  with  the 
slightest  possible  delay.  The  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  reported  thus  : — 

"  The  evidence  which  has  been  given  as  to  the 
effects  of  the  Act  of  1844  has  been  contradictory. 
Its  beneficial  effects,  as  regards  the  issues  of  the 
country  banks,  Iiavc  been  admitted  by  many  of 
the  witnesses  ;  and  although  some  have  suggested 
an  alteration  of  its  provisions,  very  few  have 
contested  the  general  principles  on  which  it  is 
founded. 

"  Your  Committee  have  had  under  their  con- 
sideration whether  it  is  advisable  that  powers 
should  be  conferred  by  law  upon  the  Government 
to  enable  them  to  meet  the  oocurrenco  of  any  cir- 


cumstances which  may  call  for  extraordinary  in- 
terference ;  but  they  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  looking  to  the  impossibility  of  foreseeing 
what  the  precise  character  of  the  circumstances 
may  be,  and  also  what  may  be  the  measures  best 
calculated  to  meet  them,  it  is  more  expedient  to 
leave  to  those  with  whom  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government  may  rest  at  the  time,  to  adopt  such 
measures  as  may  appear  to  them  best  suited  for 
the  emergency." 

The  Committee  concluded  by  saying  that 
after  a  careful  perusal  of  all  the  evidence, 
they  were  of  opinion  that  it  was  not  expe- 
dient to  make  any  alteration  of  the  Bank 
Act  of  1844.  The  view  which  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  took  of  this 
subject  differed  materially  from  the  opinion 
of  the  Commons'  Committee.  They  were 
of  opinion — 

"  That  the  principle  on  which  the  Act  of  1844 
should  be  amended  is  the  introduction  of  a  discre- 
tionary relaxing  power ;  such  power,  in  whomso- 
ever vested,  to  be  exercised  only  during  the  ex- 
istence of  a  favourable  foreign  exchange." 

They  further  state  in  their  report — 

"  If  the  Committee  considered  that  the  Act 
of  1844,  which  they  desire  to  see  amended  so  fiur 
as  its  restrictive  clauses  are  concerned,  was  essen- 
tial to  the  practical  convertibility  of  the  bank- 
note, they  would  hesitate  in  recommending  any 
change.  But  it  should  never  be  forgotten  that 
the  liability  of  the  Bank  consists  in  its  deposits 
as  well  as  in  its  promissory  notes.  The  legal  ob- 
ligation to  discharge  both  is  the  same  ;  the  failure 
of  either  would  be  equally  fatal.  The  pix)tection 
given  by  the  Act  of  1844  is  mainly  given  to  the  bank- 
notes, and  in  some  degree  at  the  risk  of  the  deposits. 
This  appears  undeniable  on  comparing  the  reserve 
in  the  third  week  of  October  with  the  amount  of  pri- 
vate deposits.  Had  any  unfortunate  circumstance 
interfered  with  the  power  of  meeting  the  latter  en- 
gagements, or  had  not  the  Treasury  letter  been 
written,  there  seems  little  doubt  of  the  fatal  con- 
sequences which  must  have  ensued.  Had  it  been 
impossible  to  pay  the  deposits,  a  discredit  of  the 
bank-note  must  have  been  the  consequence.  Nor 
can  it  be  rationally  questioned  but  that  such  a 
misfortune  might  have  exposed  to  risk  the  con- 
vertibility of  the  bank-notes." 

Here  then  were  the  two  Committees  re- 
porting, the  one  declaring  that  it  was  best 
to  leave  things  as  they  were,  and  the  other 
that  it  was  of  importance  that  the  Act 
should  be  amended.  He  should  now  en- 
deavour to  show  on  what  a  slender  foun- 
dation the  report  of  the  Commons'  Com- 
mittee rested,  and  to  ascertain  how  far  it 
was  sustained  by  the  evidence  which  had 
been  given.  Many  persons  who  had  not 
read  the  evidence  would  be  apt  to  suppose 
that  it  led  to  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
Committee  had  come,  and  that  the  report 
of  the  Committee  was  justified  by  it.  He 
should  endeavour  to  analyse  the  evidence, 
and  to  show  that  such  a  supposition  was 
erroneous.     The  Committee  had  examined 
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26  witnesses  as  to  the  Acts  of  1844  and 
1845,  and  the  two  reports  contained  the 
opinions  of  these  witnesses.  Of  these  26 
witnesses  two  were  examined  exclusively 
on  the  subject  of  the  East  India  trade,  and 
he  should,  therefore,  set  their  testimony 
aside.  That  would  reduce  the  number  of 
witnesses  to  24.  The  House  had  a  right 
to  know  the  number  who  gave  an  opinion 
adverse  to  the  Act  of  1844,  and  the 
character  of  those  witnesses.  He  should 
divide  them  into  five  classes.  The  first 
class  comprised  those  witnesses  selected  by 
large  commercial  bodies  to  represent  them 
in  Committee.  They  were  four  in  number 
— Mr.  Bevan,  selected  by  the  London 
bankers  ;  Mr.  Birkbeck,  by  the  country 
bankers;  Mr.  Kinnear,  deputed  by  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  Glasgow^;  and  Mr. 
M*Farlane,  from  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, Edinburgh.  These  four  were  of 
the  same  opinion  with  regard  to  the  Act 
of  1844 — all  of  them  agreed  that  it  had 
led  to  a  considerable  aggravation  of  the 
distress  of  1847,  and  were  of  opinion  that 
it  required  amendment.  The  second  class 
were  pprsons  presiding  over  large  banking 
establishments,  and  were  eight  in  number. 
Of  these  three  represented  the  Bank  of 
England,  one  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  and 
four  the  following  banks  : — Mr.  Anderson, 
manager  of  the  Union  Bank  of  Scotland; 
Mr.  Bell,  manager  of  the  City  of  Glasgow 
Bank,  in  Edinburgh;  Mr.  Murray,  man- 
ager of  the  Provincial  Bank  of  Ireland; 
and  Mr.  Bristow,  manager  and  director  of 
the  Northern  Bank  of  Ireland.  Of  these 
the  three  who  represented  the  Bank  of 
England  were  favourable  to  the  Act,  and 
maintained  their  opinion,  in  spite  of  a  se- 
vere cross-examination.  Mr.  Macdonnell, 
the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of  Ireland, 
thought  there  were  disadvantages  attend- 
ing it,  but  did  not  give  an  opinion  against 
it.  But  the  other  four — Mr.  Anderson, 
Mr.  Bell,  Mr.  Murray,  and  Mr.  Bristow — 
were  decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  safety 
of  the  country  required  an  amendment  of 
the  Act.  The  third  class  of  witnesses  con- 
sisted of  individuals  of  great  eminence  and 
experience  in  commerce  and  in  the  money 
market  of  the  metropolis.  They  were  Mr. 
Gurney,  one  of  the  greatest  money  dealers 
in  the  world;  Mr.  Bates,  a  partner  of  the 
house  of  Baring  and  Co.;  and  Mr.  Hors- 
ley  Palmer;  and  they  were  generally  of 
opinion  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  continue 
the  restrictions  of  the  Act  of  1844,  with 
regard  to  the  Bank,  as  they  now  existed. 
The  fourth  claas  consisted  of.  persons  en- 


gaged in  banking  and  commercial  business 
in  provincial  towns :  they  were  Mr.  Pease, 
representing  the  industry  of  the  north; 
Messrs.  Hodgson  and  Turner,  from  Liver- 
pool; Mr.  Gardner,  from  Manchester;  and 
Messrs.  Salt  and  Muntz,  from  Birming- 
ham, all  of  whom  expressed  an  opinion 
against  the  Act  of  1844.  Messrs.  Salt  and 
Muntz  were  opposed  to  our  whole  system 
of  currency — to  the  Act  of  1819,  as  well 
as  to  the  Act  of  1844;  and  he  would  not, 
therefore,  avail  himself  of  their  evidence. 
The  fifth  class  consisted  of  gentlemen  who 
had  studied  the  subject  theoretically.  They 
were  Mr.  Tooke,  well  known  for  his  work 
on  prices;  Mr.  Jones  Loyd,  and  Mr.  Tay- 
lor. It  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to  say 
that  Mr.  Jones  Loyd  strenuously  defended 
the  Act,  and  was  opposed  to  any  change. 
Mr.  Taylor  was  opposed  to  the  whole  of  our 
monetary  system,  to  the  Act  of  1819  as  well 
as  to  the  Act  of  1844.  It  appeared,  there- 
fore, that  of  twenty-four  witnesses,  four  had 
given  a  decided  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
Act.  He  should  not  avail  himself  of  the 
witnesses — three  in  number — who  were 
opposed  to  the  Act  of  1819,  as  well  as  the 
Act  of  1844,  and  to  our  system  of  cur- 
rency in  general.  Deducting  these,  and  a 
fourth  witness,  whose  evidence  he  did  not 
take  into  account,  there  remained  sixteen 
out  of  the  twenty  witnesses  whose  evidence 
was  to  be  weighed,  who  had  declared  that 
the  Act  of  1844  required  amendment.  But 
the  character  of  the  witnesses  ought  also 
to  be  kept  in  mind.  All  those  deputed  to 
express  the  opinion  of  commercial  bodies 
were  against  the  Act  of  1844.  Of  those 
at  the  head  of  large  banking  establish- 
ments, four  were  against  the  Act,  and 
three  for  it,  the  three  being  connected  with 
the  Bank  of  England.  The  three  eminent 
individuals  connected  with  the  commerce 
of  the  metropolis  who  had  been  examined, 
were  against  it,  and  were  of  opinion  that 
the  safety  of  the  mercantile  community  re- 
quired its  alteration.  Of  the  six  witnesses 
who  represented  important  establishments 
in  the  provinces,  excluding  the  Birming- 
ham witnesses,  four  were  of  opinion  that 
the  Act  required  amendment  in  the  sense 
of  a  relaxation  of  its  restrictions.  Add 
to  these  one  witness  of  another  class — a 
great  writer  on  the  subject,  who  was  op- 
posed to  the  Act — and  the  proportion  in 
point  of  numbers  would  be  sixteen  against, 
to  one  for.  How,  then,  could  the  Commit- 
tee say  that,  after  a  careful  review  of  the 
whole  of  the  evidence,  they  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  expedient  to 
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make  any  alteration  in  the  Act  of  1844  ? 
He  knew  how  they  came  to  that  conclu- 
sion. It  was  by  force  of  numbers.  An 
hon.  Member  opposite  moved  in  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Act  of  1844  had  greatly- 
aggravated  the  commercial  distress.  He 
had  himself  proposed  a  resolution  that  the 
report  was  not  in  conformity  with  the  evi- 
dence; but  both  of  these  Motions  were 
lost.  It  was  somewhat  strange  that  the 
.Committee  of  the  Lords — with  the  same, 
or  nearly  the  same  evidence  before  them — 
should  have  come  to  a  conclusion  different 
from  that  of  the  Committee  of  the  Com- 
mons. There  were  three  elements  on  one 
«ide  of  the  question  which  ought  to  deter- 
mine ultimately  the  opinion  of  the  House. 
The  first  was  the  Treasury  letter  of  Octo- 
ber. Such  a  letter  would  not  have  been 
issued  had  it  not  been  indispensably  neces- 
sary, and  its  issue  must  be  taken  as  a 
proof  that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1844  were  inadequate.  The  House  had 
exempted  the  Ministers  from  any  blame 
which  might  have  attached  to  them  for 
issuing  that  letter,  and  therefore  he  had  a 
right  to  suppose  that  the  issue  of  it  was 
indispensably  necessary.  The  second  ele- 
ment was  the  report  of  the  Lords*  Commit- 
tee, declaring  that  the  Act  required  amend- 
ment; and  the  third  was  the  fact  that  a 
great  preponderance  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  their  own  Committee  was  also 
against  that  Act.  These  were  the  ques- 
tions before  the  Committee :  the  first  re- 
lated to  the  cause  of  the  commercial  dis- 
tress; and  the  second,  to  the  effect  which 
the  Act  had  on  the  regular  circulation  of 
notes.  He  should  say  nothing  about  the 
first  part,  for  none  of  the  witnesses  had 
given  any  opinion  which  would  justify  him 
in  saying  that  the  Act  itself  had  been  the 
cause  of  that  commercial  distress.  Ho 
thought  the  second  branch  of  the  inquiry, 
namely,  the  effect  of  the  Act  of  1844  on 
the  existing  state  of  commercial  distress, 
and  how  far  that  Act  had  occasioned  the 
same,  a  most  important  subject  for  their 
consideration.  If  they  were  to  look  to  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  that  point, 
they  could  not  fail  to  be  struck  by  its  im- 
portance; and  it  was  in  reference  to  the 
decision  to  which  they  ought  to  come  on 
that  subject,  considering  all  the  results  and 
bearings  of  the  inquiry,  that  he  maintained 
it  was  a  question  which  ought  not  to  bo 
allowed  to  sink — that  it  ought  not  to  be 
quashed  or  suffered  to  remain  merely  as 
the  expression  of  an  opinion  upon  the  table 
of  the  House.     The  House  would  not  bo 


doing  its  duty  nor  satisfying  the  publio, 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  if 
they  separated  without  coming  to  some 
conclusion,  after  a  solemn  deliberation, 
upon  the  Act  of  1844.  They  should  ex- 
press an  opinion  whether  they  considered 
the  Act  ought  to  be  changed,  or  whether 
it  was  such  as  would  carry  the  country 
through  another  crisis  like  that  which  had 
been  passed,  and  thus  give  some  confidence 
to  the  public.  When  he  had  introduced 
that  subject  in  the  early  part  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  had  been  met  by  several  objec-, 
tions.  It  had  been  said  that  a  Committee 
had  been  appointed  to  consider  the  mat- 
ter ;  and,  moreover,  that  the  Parliament 
was  sitting.  It  was  said  that  it  would  be 
still  open  to  the  Government  to  pqrsue  the 
same  course,  if  they  thought  it  necessary, 
which  they  had  followed  in  October,  1847. 
But  he  maintained  that  that  was  no  an- 
swer to  such  a  question.  Were  the  Go- 
verntbent  again  to  allow  a  great  evil  to  be 
done  before  they  interfered,  as  was  the 
case  on  the  former  occasion,  to  relieve  the 
commercial  community  from  the  pressure 
of  a  great  and  imminent  calamity  ?  Such 
was  a  course  of  things  with  whicb  they 
could  not  be  satisfied.  The  House  ought 
not  to  separate  before  they  acknowledged 
the  importance  of  coming  to  some  decision 
upon  so  important  a  subject.  He  would 
not  call  upon  Members  who  had  departed 
from  town  to  return  to  their  Parliamentary 
duties  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  that 
question;  but  he  would  urge  upon  them 
tho  necessity  of  expressing  an  opinion  that 
it  was  most  expedient  that  that  matter 
should  be  taken  into  serious  consideration 
at  an  early  period  next  Session.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing as  stated  in  the  beginning  of  his 
sneech. 

Mr.*  H.  DRUMMOND  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stamford,  who  had  just  sat  down,  had 
treated  the  House  on  the  22nd  of  August, 
with  a  rechauffe  of  all  the  debates  on 
currency  and  banking  and  commercial  dis- 
tress that  had  taken  place  for  some  few 
years  past;  and  he  thought  it  necessary 
that  they  should  pledge  themselves  to  give 
the  subject  next  year  their  very  serious 
consideration.  It  was  such  a  very  lively 
subject  that  they  must  pledge  themselves 
to  be  composed  to  a  very  serious  mood 
when  they  came  to  consider  it.  Now,  for 
his  part,  he  knew  nothing  so  dull,  dry,  and 
uninteresting;  and  as  to  coming  to  a  final 
settlement  upon  it,  seeing  that  the  ques- 
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tioQS  of  banking  and  currency  had  for  one 
hundred  and  fifty  years  past  occupied  the 
attention  of  every  Legislature,  and  had 
not  yet  been  satisfactorily  adjusted,  he  did 
not  know  how  they  were  to  come  to  a  last 
final  settlement.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman complained  of  everything.  He 
complained  of  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  built  greatly  upon  the  fact 
that  the  bankers  and  commercial  gentle- 
men objected  to  the  Bill.  But  that  would 
be  an  equally  valid  objection  to  the  Bullion 
Report  of  1810,  or  to  any  other  Act  con- 
nected with  the  subject;  for  there  was  no 
Act  to  which  there  could  not  be  found 
abundance  of  objectors  amongst  commer- 
cial men.  He  did  not  see  what  good  could 
be  eflfected  by  the  House  giving  such  a 
pledge  as  that  required  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Sufiicient  for  the  year  were 
the  debates  thereof;  and  he  would  not  pro- 
mise to  go  next  year  into  the  same  ques- 
tion again. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  tried  to  laugh  the 
question  out  of  the  House.  His  speech 
just  amounted  to — **  Lord !  what  a  bore 
is  this  currency  question.  Thank  God  we 
are  near  the  holidays.  Let  us  have  no 
more  about  it."  But  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
thought  that  was  not  the  way  to  treat  the 
discussion  of  a  system  which  had  involved 
the  suspension  of  143  first-rate  commercial 
houses  in  the  months  of  October  and  Novejn- 
ber,  1847.  It  would  not  do  to  laugh  such 
a  matter  off.  The  country  now  presented 
a  most  alarming  aspect.  There  was  a 
frightful  deficiency  in  exports;  but  the  de- 
ficiency in  amount  was  nothing  to  the  de- 
preciation in  value.  And  in  case  the  pre- 
sent untoward  weather  should  seriously 
injure  the  crops,  and  thereby  render  the 
necessary  import  of  grain,  and  consequent 
export  of  bullion,  of  the  present  year  vastly 
greater  than  that  of  the  last,  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  not  allow  Par- 
hament  to  disperse  without  holding  out  a 
hope  that  they  would  be  ready  to  discuss 
the  great  question  as  soon  as  Parliament 
was  reassembled,  when  they  recollected  the 
melancholy  and  distressing  effects  upon 
trade  from  similar  causes  last  autumn. 
Now,  how  had  this  question  been  dealt 
with  by  the  Committee,  selected  at  the  in- 
stance and  by  the  force  of  a  Government 
majority  to  investigate  it  ?  Had  that  Com- 
mittee shown  that  zeal  or  diligence  which 
might  have  been  expected  in  so  momentous 
an  inquiry  ?  The  Conmiittee  on  Commercial 
Distresa  had  sat  more  than  five  months^  and 


examined  twenty-six  witnesses;  whilst  the 
Committee  on  Sugar  and  Coffee  Planting 
had  sat  thirty-two  days,  and  examined 
eighty-eight  witnesses;  so  that  the  latter 
Committee,  in  two  months  and  ^ve  days, 
had  examined  more  than  three  times  the 
number  of  witnesses  examined  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commercial  Distress,  which  had 
sat  more  than  five  months.  He  was  happy 
to  say  that  there  was  another  place  where 
inquiries  of  this  sort  were  conducted  in  a 
different  manner.  No  man  could  read  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  upon  this  subject  without  seeing  that 
they  had  most  carefully  and  minutely  em- 
braced this  question  as  it  affected  the  Act 
of  1844  ;  that  they  had  expressed  their 
opinions  clearly  and  decidedly  upon  it; 
and  backed  those  opinions  by  statements 
of  facts  received  from  men  who  must  be 
looked  upon  as  among  the  most  eminent 
financial  and  commercial  authorities  to  be 
found  in  this  country.  He  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  could  not  say  he  thought  the  inquiry 
searched  deep  enough;  for  the  real  diffi- 
culty, he  believed,  originated  in  the  Acts 
of  1816  and  1819,  to  which  the  Act  of 
1844  was  by  its  author  termed  merely 
a  supplement ;  but  in  tracing  the  effects 
of  this  Act  of  1844,  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  had  proceeded  much 
farther  than  had  the  Committee  of  that 
House,  and  had  expressed  their  concur- 
rence in  the  statements  of  those  witnesses 
who  had  declared  it  to  be  their  opinion 
that  the  restrictions  on  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land against  the  free  use  of  silver  bullion, 
as  a  basis  of  issue,  amounted  to  a  denial 
of  one  of  the  most  legitimate  means  of  car- 
rying on  commercial  transactions.  That 
Committee  had  declared  that  they  thought 
the  limitation  to  14,000,000?.  was  an  un- 
tenable principle,  inasmuch  as  it  was  un- 
questionably adapted  to  inflict  on  this 
country  very  serious  consequences  at  pe- 
riods of  such  emergency  as  that  under 
which  they  suffered  during  the  last  au- 
tumn. If  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  therefore,  were  correct  in  the  opin- 
ion they  had  expressed,  the  retention  of 
this  Hmitation  to  14,000,000?.  was  evidence 
of  a  marked  determination  to  produce  dis- 
tress, unless  this  country  should  be  disposed 
to  sacrifice  immense  amounts  of  its  capital 
and  property  to  procure  bullion.  They 
were  tied  down,  in  fact,  by  this  system  to 
a  dependence  on  the  foreign  exchanges 
and  the  balance  of  trade.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  contended,  that  such  had  been 
the  effect  of  the  system,  ^t  up  to  the  5tli 
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of  July  last  the  prices  of  coramodities  and 
the  remuneration  of  labour  had  never  re- 
covered from  the  depression  of  last  winter; 
and  if  it  was  the  will  of  Providence  that 
the  present  harvest  should  he  an  unfavour- 
able one — that  there  should  be  not  only 
a  bad  harvest,  but  a  failure  of  the  potato 
crop — he  asked  the  House  whether  they 
would  not  at  once  say  that  they  would  be 
ready  to  take  into  their  consideration  this 
great  subject  as  soon  as  they  should  meet 
again;  and  he  put  it  plainly  to  the  Govern- 
ment, whether  they  were  or  were  not  pre- 
pared, in  the  meantime,  to  extend  to  the 
commercial  interests  of  this  great  country 
that  assistance  to  which  they  had  so  sti-ong 
a  claim,  and  which  had  been  tardily  yielded 
under  the  pressure  of  imminent  danger  to 
the  solvency  of  the  Bank  last  autumn.  In 
referring  to  the  value  of  British  and  Irish 
manufactures  and  productions,  the  hon. 
Member  here  proceeded  to  show  the  great 
depreciation  which  had  taken  place  in  them 
during  the  last  and  the  present  year.  He 
found  that  the  average  real  value  of  our  ex- 
ports in  the  two  years  ending  with  the  5th 
of  July,  1846,  was  58,884,404?.,  and  that 
the  average  official  value  of  the  same  was 
133,037,945?.  He  found,  too,  that  the 
average  real  value  of  our  exports  for  the 
two  years  ending  with  the  5th  of  July, 
1848,  was  55,938.764?.,  their  average 
official  value  for  the  same  period  being 
130,026,408?.  It  appeared,  consequently, 
that  there  was  a  falling-oif  in  our  exports, 
in  the  second  period,  below  those  of  the 
first  period,  of  2,945,640?.  (real  value)  ; 
and  also  a  diminution  of  the  quantity  (or 
of  official  value)  of  only  3,011,537?.,  in- 
stead of  4,807,364?.,  which  would  have 
been  the  diminution  in  the  quantity,  had 
the  price,  as  indicated  by  the  real  value, 
remained  the  same  as  in  the  first  period. 
As  it  was,  however,  this  statement  showed 
a  depreciation  of  7  per  cent.  But  if  they 
compared  the  exports  of  the  two  years  of 
the  last  period  with  each  other,  they  would 
find  that  they  exported — 

Real  Value.  Official  Value. 

5th  July,  184G-1847,  £68,142,465   £128,974,357 

1847-1848,     53,736,064       132,078,469 


Diflference,  £4,407,401      £3,104,102 

This,  as  they  would  observe,  showed  a  fal- 
ling-off  in  our  exports  in  1847-1848,  as 
compared  with  the  preceding  year,  of 
4,407,401?.  in  real  value,  while  the  official 
value — the  test  of  quantity — showed  an 
increase  in  1847-1848,  over  1846-1847, 
of  3,104,1021.  in  quantity,  indicating  a 


depreciation  of  26  per  cent,  or  about 
13,000,000?.  sterling;  and  if  they  added 
to  this  the  diminution  of  real  value,  or 
money  received  for  the  exports  of  1847- 
1848  below  that  of  1846-1847,  amounting 
to  4,407,401?.,  they  found  a  loss  upon  the 
export  trade  of  this  year  alone  of  17,000/. 
as  compared  with  last  year.  Now  he  be- 
lieved it  was  impossible  that  they  could 
dispute  the  accuracy  or  the  fairness  of  that 
estimate;  and  he  had  adduced  it  for  the 
purpose  of  following  it  up  with  the  expres- 
sion of  a  hopcf  that,  with  the  evidence  of 
such  a  sacrifice  before  them,  that  House 
would  not  be  tempted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Surrey  (Mr.  Drummond)  to  laugh  off 
this  question,  or  thus  to  insult  the  feelings 
of  the  suffering  commercial  interests  of 
this  country.  With  reference  to  our  im- 
ports, too,  he  found  that  while  the  impor- 
tation of  corn  had  this  year  diminished  be- 
low that  of  last  year  by  4,040,367?.,  our 
imports  of  other  foreign  goods  had,  on  the 
contrary,  increased  by  6,766,210?.  (official 
value).  When  he  showed  them,  then,  that 
the  imports  of  this  year  had  not  fallen 
short  of  those  of  the  last,  notwithstanding 
the  diminished  importation  of  grain  and 
bread  stuffs,  but  still  largely  exceeded 
the  value  of  last  year's  imports — when  he 
showed  them  also  the  great  falling-off  which 
had  taken  place  in  our  exports,  and  the 
great  depreciation  of  their  value  —  and 
when  they  knew  that,  by  the  bad  currency 
system  of  this  country,  its  prosperity  and 
the  employment  of  its  people  depended  on 
the  balance  of  trade  bringing  to  these  king- 
doms a  great  amount  of  bullion,  by  which 
alone  our  industry  was  unshackled  from 
the  forced  lethargy  inflicted  upon  it  by  the 
refusal  of  banking  accommodation  and  mo- 
netary means,  .which  our  present  system 
entailed  when  bullion  was  abstracted  from 
the  country  by  an  adverse  state  of  the  ex- 
changes— he  asked  them  if  the  prospect 
of  a  failing  harvest,  and  the  importation 
of  a  great  quantity  of  corn,  for  which 
they  would  have  to  pay,  not  in  manufac- 
tures, but  in  gold — he  asked  them  if  such 
a  prospect  for  this  autumn  did  not  amply 
justify  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  in  praying  that  House 
to  give  an  assurance  that,  at  the  earliest 
possible  period,  the  important  subject 
which  he  had  brought  under  their  notice 
should  receive  their  serious  considera- 
tion ?  But,  then,  he  was  to  anticipate, 
perhaps,  that  some  hon.  Member  would 
get  up  and  ask  what  the  currency  had 
to  do  with  this.     The  right  hon.  £aro» 
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net  the  Member  for  Tamworth  himself 
might,  as  ou  a  former  occasfon,  say,  .per- 
haps, that  *•  he  hoped  there  would  be  an 
export  of  bullion,  as  it  would  lead  to  an 
increased  demand  for  our  manufactures." 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate),  however,  did  not 
find  that  such  increased  demand  for  our 
manufactures  followed  the  great  export  of 
gold  of  last  year — bitter  experience  had 
shown  them  the  contrary.  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  that  the  House  be  counted,  but 
there  being  more  than  forty  Members,  Mr. 
Newdegate  resumed  his  argument.]  He 
would  take  the  hint  which  had  been  given, 
and  sooner  than  that  any  abrupt  termina- 
tion of  this  discussion  should  take  place, 
he  would  at  once  resume  his  seat,  apolo- 
gising to  the  House  for  having  so  long 
trespassed  on  their  attention,  and  trusting 
that  they  would  not  allow  themselves  to 
be  deterred,  by  ridicule,  or  by  attempts  to 
**  count  out,**  from  the  consideration  of  a 
subject,  their  neglect  pf  which  they  could 
not  themselves  justify,  and  the  people  of 
England  would  not  excuse. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  no  man  entertained  a 
stronger  opinion  than  he  did  on  the  import- 
ance of  a  discussion  relating  to  the  mone- 
tary laws  of  this  country,  and  no  question 
of  greater  moment  could  possibly  occupy 
the  attention  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
deny  the  right  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  introduce  this  question  as  early  as  he 
pleased  next  Session;  but  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now  taking, 
seemed  to  him  most  extraordinary,  and, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  had 
said,  a  most  fruitless  course.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  it  in  his  power 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session  to  bring 
the  question  before  the  House  in  any  shape 
which  he  might  think  proper;  and  he  could 
not  conceive  what  possible  advantage  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  gain  by  a  Mo- 
tion pledging  the  House  to  take  the  sub- 
ject into  consideration  early  next  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  advance 
a  single  step  towards  the  consideration  of 
the  question.  It  might  also  be  inconve- 
nient to  give  a  pledge  which  circumstances 
might  render  it  difficult  to  fulfil;  and  yet, 
whether  the  pledge  was  given  or  not,  it 
would  be  equally  in  the  power  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  bring  the  matter  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  no  reason  for  asking 
the  House  to  make  such  a  pledge,  and  de- 
clined even  to  state  his  own  opinions  on 
the  matter*     He  should  not  recoiiimend 


the  House  to  negative  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  should  take 
another  course,  and  move  the  previous 
question;  thereby  expressing  the  extreme 
inconvenience  of  pledging  the  House  in 
one  Session  to  consider  any  subject  in  a 
subsequent  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman objected  to  the  formation  of  the 
Committee  ;  but  when  he  looked  at  the 
divisions,  he  thought  he  must  be  acquitted 
of  the  charge  that  he  had  named  a  Com- 
mittee with  an  overwhelming  majority  in 
favour  of  the  Act  of  1844.  It  turned  out 
that  the  most  trying  questions  were  carried 
only  by  a  majority  of  two.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  the  report 
of  the  Committee  ought  to  have  proceeded 
upon  the  opinions  expressed  by  a  majority 
of  the  witnesses  examined,  and  that  no 
discretion  whatever  was  to  be  exercised  by 
the  Committee.  But  when  was  it  ever 
heard  of  that  a  jury  was  debarred  from 
taking  into  consideration  the  value  of  the 
evidence  given  before  them?  If  a  Com- 
mittee was  not  to  come  to  a  conclusion  op- 
posed, if  necessary,  to  the  opinions  express- 
ed by  the  witnesses,  it  was  perfectly  use- 
less to  appoint  any  Committeee  as  a  deli- 
berative body,  and  the  only  thing  necessary 
would  be  to  appoint  a  shorthand  writer  to 
take  down  the  evidence.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  appointment  of  this  Committee 
had  been  without  advantages.  His  wish 
was  that  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee  should  lay  before  the  House 
facts  which  would  enable  them  to  come  to 
a  conclusion  on  the  subject;  and  when  the 
proper  time  arrived  for  bringing  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  practical  decision  upon  it,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  value  of  this  infor- 
mation would  be  appreciated.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  the  com- 
mercial distress  of  1847  was  not  traceable 
to  the  Act  of  1844.  [Mr.  Heruies  :  With 
one  qualification.]  He  admitted  the  qua- 
lification, but  it  did  not  affect  the  general 
question.  That  declaration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  borne  out  by 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee, 
though  it  was  not  consistent  with  the  lan- 
guage held  in  November,  1847,  when  the 
commercial  distress  was  attributed  to  the 
Act  of  1844.  The  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred, 
assigned  precisely  the  same  causes  for  the 
distress  as  did  the  report  of  the  Commons' 
Committee;  but  stated  them  more  fully. 
Among  other  causes  to  whioh  the  distress 


403 


Currency, 


{COMMONS} 


Curreney. 


404 


was  attributable,  tbe  report  of  tbe  Lords' 
Committee  referred  to  railroad  calls;  and 
he  mentioued  this  because  both  bis  hon. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  Westbury  and 
himself  were  blamed  for  presuming  to 
think  that  railway  calls  withdrew  capital 
from  other  pursuits.  Mr.  Anderson,  who 
was  examined  before  the  Committee,  said 
that  the  houses  which  had  failed  in  Scot- 
land had  been  generally  engaged,  more  or 
less,  in  railway  speculations.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Act  of  1844,  Mr.  Gurney  said 
distinctly  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  commercial  distress. 
The  failures,  he  stated,  were  not  owing  to 
that  Act  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  for  War- 
wickshire said  that  the  Act  of  1844  had 
caused  the  failure  of  thirty- three  solvent 
firms;  whereas  Mr.  Gurney *s  evidence 
showed  that  up  to  the  end  of  September 
the  Act  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  fai- 
lures; and  almost  all  the  great  houses  al- 
luded to  by  the  hon.  Member  failed  before 
the  end  of  September.  The  evidence  of 
the  Governor  and  Deputy  Governor  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  of  Mr.  Gurney,  and 
others,  bore  him  out  in  saying  that  the 
pressure  in  April,  1847,  arising  from  the 
importation  of  food,  was  no  more  tban  was 
required  to  adjust  the  foreign  exchanges. 
All  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Commit- 
tee showed  that  any  interference  on  tho 
part  of  the  Government  at  that  time  would 
have  been  most  unwise.  Mr.  Glyn  consi- 
dered that  tho  pressure  in  April,  1847, 
arose  principally  from  the  large  importa- 
tion of  corn  and  other  necessary  articles  of 
food,  and  that  the  foreign  exchanges  having 
been  affected  by  the  operation  of  those 
causes,  **  the  pressure  was  necessary,  and 
was  carried  only  to  tho  extent  required  for 
the  proper  readjustment  of  tbe  foreign 
exchanges."  It  was  true  that  afterwards, 
in  October,  there  was  groat  alarm  ;  accord- 
ing to  the  evidence  before  the  Committee, 
in  the  middle  of  October,  1847,  a  great 
change  took  place;  but  before  that  time 
the  Government  was  not  justified  in  inter- 
fering. On  the  25th  of  October  the  letter 
of  the  Government  was  issued,  and  the 
Committee  had  expressed  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  that  letter;  and  he  thought  the 
evidence  taken  before  both  Houses  con- 
firmed that  opinion.  He  admitted  that 
there  was  to  be  found  in  the  evidence  opin- 
ions adverse  to  the  Bill  of  1844;  and  no 
evidence  upon  this  point  was  entitled  to 
more  weight  than  that  of  Mr.  Gurney. 
3ut  Mr.  Gurney  said  he  was  favourable  to 
the  principle  aud  theory  of  the  Bill,  at  the 


time  it  passed;  and  it  was  only  from  expe« 
rience  under  the  Bill,  that  he  had  oome  to 
a  different  opinion.  But  the  grounds  which 
Mr.  Gurney  had  assigned  for  his  opinion 
did  not  support  it;  and  this  showed  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  a  Committee  not  to  take 
the  opinions  of  witnesses,  but  to  weigh  the 
facts  upon  which  they  founded  their  opin- 
ions; and  he  said  that  the  Committee  were 
bound  to  come  to  a  conclusion  opposite  to 
that  of  some  of  the  witnesses,  on  the  very 
facts  and  grounds  they  had  themselves 
stated.  With  respect  to  the  operation  of 
the  Act  of  1844,  in  the  case  of  a  dridn 
of  gold  and  adverse  foreign  exchanges,  all 
agreed ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  House  of  Lords'  Committee  agreed 
that  in  the  event  of  a  drain  of  gold,  con- 
tracting the  issue  of  paper  was  the  only 
legitimate  remedy;  and  that,  if  the  Act  of 
1844  was  not  law,  such  contraction  ought 
to  take  place.  The  hon.  Member  for  War- 
wickshire had  denied  the  possibility  of  an 
issue  of  paper  raising  prices.  [Mr.  Nbw- 
DEGATE :  No,  just  the  reverse.]  Then, 
under  certain  circumstances,  if  the  issue 
of  paper  tended  to  promote  undue  specu- 
lation, that  would  be  mischievous  to  the 
country.  If  there  were  any  point  upon 
which  tho  witnesses  agreed,  it  was  in  re- 
spect to  the  advantage  which  the  Act  of 
1844  provided  by  limiting  the  issues  of 
country  banks.  Now,  if  the  unlimited  is- 
sue of  country  banks  was  an  evil,  which 
had  produced  mischief,  the  issue  of  paper 
by  the  Bank  of  England,  without  being 
checked  by  the  deposit  of  bullion,  would 
produce  similar  effects.  The  Act  of  1844 
was  charged  with  not  providing  for  the 
exigencies  of  private  credit;  but  the  Act 
of  1844  did  not  impose  any  imnecessary 
restriction;  if  extraordinary  eircumstanoes 
arose,  they  would  be  provided  for.  The 
evidence  of  Mr.  Glyn  showed  that  the  crisis 
of  October,  1847,  was  very  like  that  of 
1825;  the  notes  in  tho  hands  of  the  public 
at  that  time  amounted  to  4,000,0002.  more 
than  the  circulation  required.  Mr.  Horsley 
Palmer  said  **  he  believed  that  there  were 
nearly  2,000,000?.  of  notes  issued  in  Oc- 
tober, 1847,  merely  for  the  maintenanee 
of  credit,  and  not  required  for  circulation." 
To  come  to  the  question  of  tho  means  ne- 
cessary to  support  credit  in  cases  of  ex- 
treme panic  and  alarm,  different  persons 
entertained  different  opinions  upon  this 
head,  and  he  should  like  to  hear  what  the 
doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was. 
Mr.  Took  deprecated  the  issue  of  paper  to 
support  credit,  and  contended  that  it  was 
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no  part  of  the  functions  of  the  Bank  to 
support  puhlic  eredit,  and  that  they  de- 
parted from  their  proper  functions  when 
they  attempted  to  do  so,  except  in  times 
of  panic  and  alarm,  which  were  exceptions 
from  all  rule.  He  should  he  glad,  there- 
fore, to  know  the  principles  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  lay  down  for 
such  cases.  In  extraordinary  times  ex- 
traordinary measures  must  be  resorted  to. 
In  October,  1847,  to  what  extent  did  the 
necessity  exist,  and  under  what  circum- 
stances not  applicable  to  other  cases  ? 
Let  them  read  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Ander- 


"  Wore  those  houses  which  have  suspended 
payment  during  1847  and  1848,  generally  engaged 
in  railway  speculations  ? — Yes,  almost  in  every 
case,  more  or  less. 

"  Their  accounts  have,  I  suppose,  a  good  deal 
come  under  your  notice  ? — Yes  ;  when  I  say  rail- 
way speculations,  I  should  perhaps  say  specula- 
tions in  shares  as  well  as  railway  shares  ;  but  the 
railways  were  the  great  source  of  speculations  ? 

"  Did  you  find  that  parties  drawing  bills  took 
unusual  means  of  obtaining  money  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  on  railway  speculations  ? — Yes  ;  a 
considerable  part  of  the  loss  sustained  by  the 
bank  with  which  I  am  connected,  arose  from  that 
cause,  from  parties  ostensibly  drawing  bills  for 
their  business  transactions,  which  turned  out  upon 
their  failure  to  have  been  drawn  against  railway 
speculations ;  they  were  represented  to  be  busi- 
ness bills,  but  in  reality  they  were  drawn  in  order 
to  support  speculations  in  railway  shares. 

"  Will  you  explain  how  that  was  done  ? — A  cot- 
ton manufacturer  connected  himself  with  a  cotton 
twist  dealer,  and  the  one  drew  bills  upon  the 
other,  which  wo  supposed  were  for  the  purchase  of 
twist  for  his  manufactory,  and  it  turned  out  to  be 
nothing  of  the  kind,  but  merely  connected  with 
speculations  in  shares.'* 

This  was  a  fictitious  credit,  B  drawing  on 
A,  and  A  drawing  on  B,  until  at  the  end 
the  bubble  burst,  and  this  would  ever  be 
the  case  where  the  issue  of  paper  was  not 
based  upon  bullion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  depart  from  the  law,  in 
order  to  support  credit,  by  relieving  the 
Bank  of  England  from  the  restrictions  im- 
posed upon  it  by  the  Act  of  1844;  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  objected  to 
that  principle,  and  he  thought  it  extremely 
important  that  the  Act  of  1844  should  be 
maintained.  If  paper  was  to  be  the  re- 
presentative of  gold,  he  wanted  to  know 
the  relation  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wished  should  subsist  between  them  ? 
The  right  hon.  Member  was  content  with 
the  Bill  of  1819;  but  the  witnesses  said, 
**  If  you  wish  to  have  the  Act  of  1819,  you 
must  have  the  Bill  of  1844,  for,  without 
the  Bill  of  1844.  the  Bill  of  1819  could 
aot  be  carried  out;"   and  that  was  his 


opinion;  that  the  Act  of  1844  was  the  ne<f 
cessary  complement  of  the  Act  of  1819,  an4 
indispensable  to  carry  its  principle  into 
effect,  namely,  the  convertibility  of  paper 
into  gold.  All  authorities  had  agreed  that 
it  was  unadvisable  to  leave  the  regulation 
of  the  currency  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  and  yet  that  was  the 
proposition  contained  in  the  Lords*  report. 
On  the  whole,  the  best  course  which  could 
be  taken  was  to  leave  the  Act  of  1844  un- 
touched; and  if  any  case  of  emergency 
should  arise  similar  to  that  of  1847,  the 
Government  would  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility do  what  might  seem  best  to  them 
under  the  circumstances.  That  view  of 
the  question  was  confirmed  by  the  evidence 
which  Mr.  Gurney  gave  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Having  now  expressed  the  opin- 
ions of  the  Government  upon  the  subject, 
he  felt  it  unnecessary  to  occupy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  at  greater  length,  and 
therefore  would  conclude  by  saying  that 
whenever  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Stam- 
ford should  think  proper  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion forward  again  with  a  view  to  a  prac- 
tical result,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  ' 
chequer)  would  be  prepared  to  discuss  it  to 
the  best  of  his  ability. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  approached 
the  subject  with  unfeigned  embarrass- 
ment, not  on  account  of  its  difficulty,  not 
because  he  felt  any  doubt  as  to  the  opin- 
ions which  he  had  so  long  entertained, 
but  because  he  knew  that  he  differed  from 
a  large  number  in  that  House  for  whom 
he  entertained  the  greatest  respect.  The 
right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stamford  had  not  laid  any  grounds  for 
the  Motion  which  he  had  submitted.  la 
his  opinion  he  had  laid  very  strong  grounds. 
It  was  not  that  any  immediate  practical 
consequences  were  expected  to  result  from 
it ;  but  the  public  expected  some  pledge 
to  be  given  as  to  whether  the  question 
was  to  sleep  and  slumber  on,  or  whether 
the  House  was  prepared  to  give  that  con- 
sideration to  the  subject  which,  whatever 
might  be  the  feeling  of  the  House,  the 
nation  regarded  as  one  of  deep  import- 
ance. His  right  hon.  Friend  never  as- 
serted that  the  Act  of  1844  was  the  sole 
cause  of  the  distress  which  afterwards 
occurred,  but  that  it  greatly  aggravated 
that  distress,  and  increased  the  panic, 
which  would  have  existed,  but  not  to  the 
same  extent,  without  it.  He  differed  al- 
together from  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  as  to  the  policy  of  leaving 
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the  power  of  authorising  extraordinary 
issues  entirely  on  Government  responsi- 
bility. The  law,  in  his  opinion,  should 
be  so  constructed  that  under  no  circum- 
stances should  its  suspension  be  required. 
It  had  been  asserted  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Taraworth,  in 
introducing  the  law,  contemplated  its  pos- 
sible suspension;  but  was  it  to  be  believed 
that  he  would  have  secured  the  acquies- 
cence of  the  House  if  he  had  told  them 
that  it  was  but  a  fair-weather  measure? 
Why,  they  were  told  that  it  was  to  stop 
panics  and  create  certainty  in  commercial 
transactions.  It  was  to  tell  the  country 
what  a  pound  was.  Talk  of  convertibility 
and  public  faith  indeed,  when  a  latent 
power,  unseen  and  unknown,  was  suffered 
to  exist,  empowering  the  Minister  of  the 
day  to  change  and  alter  the  law  as  he 
might  think  fit,  according  to  the  emer- 
gency !  But  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  told  them  that  nothing  short  of 
such  an  emergency  as  that  which  had 
lately  occurred  would  justify  a  Minister  in 
taking  such  a  course;  so  that  on  the  re- 
currence of  a  similar  state  of  things  they 
were  again  to  behold  a  sacrifice  of 
250,000,000^.  of  property.  They  had 
been  told  that  Mr.  Gurnoy  approved  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  in  his  evi- 
dence that  gentleman  said  that  the  extent 
of  insolvency  and  number  of  failures  were 
greatly  increased  by  the  additional  pres- 
sure occasioned  by  the  Act  of  1844.  The 
evidence  of  Mr.  Horsley  Palmer  was  to 
the  same  effect,  and  was  corroborated  by 
all  the  other  witnesses,  except  the  four 
who  supported  the  Bill.  Mr.  Jones  Loyd 
was  a  man  entitled  to  every  respect ;  but 
he  was  the  author  of  the  Bill,  and  no  man 
was  disposed  to  give  up  his  own  crotchets. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  then  referred  to  the 
evidence  given  by  Mr.  Jones  Loyd  before 
the  House  of  Lords,  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  even  he  was  of  opinion  that 
in  certain  circumstances  a  relaxation  of  the 
Bank  restriction  might  safely  be  made.  He 
objected  to  any  system  under  which  such 
deviations  from  the  avowedly  laid  down 
rule  were  permitted,  and  under  the  effect 
of  which  their  commerce  and  manufactures 
were  at  present  suffering.  A  monetary 
system  ought  to  be  so  arranged  as  to  re- 
gulate itself,  and  prevent  such  crises  of 
ruinous  distress  as  this  country  had  re- 
cently experienced ;  and  it  would  have 
been  far  better  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  met  the  Motion  with  a 
direct  negative,  declared  that  the  Act  of 


i  1844  was  right,  and  that  he  was  deter- 
j  mined  to  abide  by  it.  The  House  would 
j  bear  in  mind  that  there  was  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  a  large  mass  of  the  labour- 
ing population  out  of  employment,  and 
that  it  was  most  dangerous  to  allow  them 
to  swell  the  numbers  of  discontented  and 
disaffected  persons  with  which  the  country 
was  at  present  afflicted.  He  should  find  it 
necessary,  however,  to  illustrate  his  opinions 
by  reference  to  a  much  earlier  period  than 
the  Bill  in  question.  He  must  begin  his 
history  at  a  period  still  further  back — at 
the  period  of  1810-11.  He  was,  by  means 
of  those  facilities  which  are  allowed  to 
strangers,  an  anxious  auditor  of  the  de- 
bates which  took  place  in  1810-11.  He 
formed  his  opinions  then,  he  had  main- 
tained them  ever  since;  and  he  claimed 
that  attention  for  his  opinions  which  was 
due  to  their  being  formed,  and  consist- 
ently entertained  through  a  long  and  not 
idle  life — a  life  chiefly  spent  in  commer- 
cial pursuits.  To  all  the  principles  which 
were  then  laid  down  by  Mr.  Horner,  ho 
(Mr.  Spooner)  gave  his  unqualified  assent. 
That  distinguished  man  then  told  the 
House  that  the  time  had  come  when  the 
depreciation  which  had  been  going  on, 
must  be  arrested;  that,  if  not  arrested,  it 
would  involve  the  nation  in  inextricable 
difficulty;  and  he  called  upon  the  House 
to  state  a  time  when  they  would  return  to 
cash  payments.  The  Minister  of  the  day 
— an  able  and  an  excellent  man — and  one 
who  could  never  be  referred  to  in  that 
House  without  deploring  his  untimely  fate 
(Mr.  Spencer  Perceval),  that  Minister  met 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  a  manner  that  was  unwor- 
thy of  him,  a  manner  with  which  he  to- 
tally disagreed,  and  a  manner  that  could 
not  be  supported  by  argument.  He  met 
it  with  a  declaration  that  there  was  no 
depreciation,  and  that  a  one  pound  note 
and  a  shilling  were,  for  all  legal  purposes, 
equal  to  a  guinea;  and,  following  up  that 
declaration,  it  was  resolved  that  there 
should  be  no  alteration  in  the  currency. 
The  same  question  was  ably  handled  by  a 
gentleman  whose  talents  and  whose  worth 
had,  perhaps,  never  been  surpassed,  and 
by  one  whom  he  especially  revered,  be- 
cause, though  so  much  his  junior,  he  even 
then  honoured  him  (Mr.  Spooner)  with  his 
friendship — he  alluded  to  the  late  Mr. 
Henry  Thornton.  That  gentleman,  in  per- 
haps the  ablest  speech  that  was  ever  made 
upon  the  subject,  agreed  in  all  the  princi- 
ples that  were  laid  down  by  Mr.  Horner ; 
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but  he  disagreed  with  him  in  his  practical 
conclusions,  and  in  that  disagreement  he 
(Mr.  Spooner)  thoroughly  concurred.  Mr. 
Thornton  showed  that  it  was  impossible  to 
carry  out  those  principles  so  long  as  the 
country  was  in  a  state  of  war.  But  he 
did  more.  He  showed  that  even  then, 
though  the  depreciation  had  not  nearly 
reached  the  point  to  which  it  afterwards 
descended,  and  though  the  debt  was  not 
nearly  equal  in  amount  to  that  to  which 
it  afterwards  increased,  yet  he  laid  down 
the  principle  that  justice  to  debtors  as  well 
as  creditors  was  involved  in  the  question; 
and  he  hazarded  an  opinion,  namely,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  extent  of  deprecia- 
tion and  the  amount  of  debt,  justice  had 
not  even  then  passed  over  to  the  side  of 
depreciation.  This  state  of  things  went 
on  till  1819  without  any  inquiry  as  to  the 
effect  the  measure  would  have  on  the  debts 
and  credits  of  the  country.  Mr.  Harmer, 
a  Bank  Director,  examined  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  that  year,  was  expressly  told 
that  his  advice  was  not  asked  as  to  the 
measure,  for  upon  that  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds;  and  all  they 
wanted  to  inquire  about  was  the  best  mode 
of  carrying  it  into  effect:  without  any 
other  inquiry  they  returned  to  that  system 
which  in  1797  Mr.  Pitt  found  it  necessary 
to  abandon,  while  the  national  debt  had  in 
the  mean  time  been  increased  threefold, 
and  the  depreciation,  though  perhaps  no 
accurate  estimate  could  be  formed  of  it, 
had  gone  on  increasing  to  an  enormous 
extent.  Ever  since  that  time  they  had 
never  had  real  regular  permanent  pros- 
perity; but  the  history  of  the  country  had 
been  a  series  of  alternations  of  prosperity 
and  distress.  In  1816,  they  prepared  for 
an  alteration  of  the  standard,  and  then, 
for  the  first  time,  they  adopted  a  standard 
which  had  never  before  been  used  in  this 
country.  Before,  they  had  a  conjoint 
standard  of  gold  and  silver,  so  that  the 
debtor  had  the  option  of  paying  in  silver 
as  well  as  in  gold — he  might  pay  in  the 
cheapest  coin  he  could  get,  and  that  which 
was  least  likely  to  leave  the  country,  for 
silver  was  much  surer  to  remain  in  the 
country  than  gold.  But  there  was  another 
alteration  in  the  standard,  and  one  which 
was  more  important  still.  Formerly,  gold 
and  silver,  when  once  coined,  must  remain 
coin  for  ever;  they  could  not  bo  melted 
down — at  least  it  was  forbidden  by  law; 
and  though  ho  was  aware  it  was  some- 
times done,  yet  it  was  never  done  by  per- 
sons who  had  any  regard  fo^  moral  cha- 


racter— it  was  done  at  considerable  risk, 
which  was  only  incurred  for  the  sake  of  a 
great  profit,  and  the  high  rate  of  profit 
constituted  a  guard  against  melting.  But 
now,  coin  was  left  to  be  dealt  with  as  a 
mere  matter  of  profit ;  and  a  profit  of  ^d. 
in  the  pound  would  be  enough  to  send  all 
the  coin  out  of  the  country.  In  1819  the 
Act  of  1816  first  came  into  operation.  In 
1820,  every  one,  at  least  every  one  who  is 
old  enough  to  remember  the  period,  must 
be  aware  of  the  distress  which  then  oc- 
curred, and  which  continued  down  till 
1822,  when  Lord  Castlereagh  told  them 
the  distress  arose  from  the  too  sudden  ap- 
plication of  the  Currency  Bill  of  1819;  and 
he  introduced  some  palliatives,  some  modi- 
fications, of  the  measure,  but  still  the  Bill 
itself  remained  unrepealed.  The  principle 
upon  which  he  acted,  was  largely  to  in- 
crease the  Bank  issues,  with  a  view  to  re- 
store confidence,  and  to  stimulate  what 
his  Lordship  called  **  wholesome  specula- 
tion." This  was  followed  by  the  ephe- 
meral prosperity  of  182o,  when  Mr.  Ro- 
binson, now  the  Earl  of  Ripon,  made  his 
celebrated  speech  of  that  year.  He  (Mr. 
Spooner)  was  among  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
man  *s  auditors  on  that  occasion,  and  he 
well  remembered  the  remarkable  words  in 
which  he  affirmed  the  sure  and  certain 
prosperity  we  enjoyed,  **not  evanescent, 
but  founded  on  a  rock — a  prosperity  dis- 
pensed through  the  ancient  portals  of  the 
constitution  to  a  grateful,  a  generous,  and 
a  loyal  people.**  And  yet,  in  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  1826,  the  same  Minister 
came  forward  to  depict  the  heavy  calami- 
ties which  had  befallen  the  country — the 
anvils  all  silent,  the  cotton-mills  all  closed 
— and  this  was  within  a  period  of  six 
months  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
glowing  description  of  the  sure  and  cer- 
tain prosperity  which  lie  said  the  country 
was  basking  in.  He  stated  these  things 
to  show  that  all  these  calamities  which 
had  befallen  the  country  might  be  traced 
back  to  the  Bill  of  1819.  He  might  be 
taunted  then  with  the  inquiry,  what  would 
he  do?  Would  he  propose  that  debtors 
should  pay  less  than  they  had  contracted 
to  do?  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R. 
Peel) — if  he  would  permit  him  to  call  him 
so — would  ask  him,  as  he  had  asked  him 
before,  **  What  is  a  pound?**  That  ques- 
tion was  easily  enough  answered.  He 
would  tell  him  that  a  pound  was  a  piece 
of  gold  of  a  certain  value,  and  stamped  in 
a  certain  way;  and  having  given  that  an- 
swer, he  would  ask  what  that  had  to  do 
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with  the  question?  The  real  question 
was,  what  ought  the  pound  to  he  ?  and  he 
said  that  in  1819  they  should  have  made 
that  inquiry.  They  should  have  asked  what 
was  the  pound  in  which  the  800,000,000?. 
of  national  deht  was  created,  and  in  which 
all  the  other  dehts  and  mortgages  through- 
out the  country  were  created.  They  were 
then  told  that  the  difference  to  the  dehtors 
did  not  exceed  4  per  cent ;  hut  he  believed 
there  was  not  a  man  who  would  now  be 
bold  enough  to  say  that  that  difference 
was  less  than  30  per  cent.  Those  who 
advocated  an  alteration  of  our  monetary 
system  were  charged  with  injustice.  He 
repudiated  that  charge,  and  fixed  it  upon 
those  who  maintained  the  present  system. 
In  1819,  when  in  practice  you  adopted 
the  present  standard  of  value,  you  de- 
clared that  the  only  difference  the  altera- 
tion would  make  in  the  value  of  property 
would  be  4  per  cent ;  and  you  then  thought 
you  were  doing  justice  by  so  establishing 
that  standard.  If  you  thought  you  did 
justice  then,  how  can  you  say  you  are 
doing  justice  now  by  maintaining  that 
standard,  which  no  one  will  at  this  time 
assert  has  affected  the  value  of  property 
less  than  30  per  cent?  It  is  evident, 
therefore,  that  a  great  mistake  was  com- 
mitted in  1819 — a  mistake  perpetuating  a 
great  injustice  upon  the  debtor  interest  of 
the  country.  You  did  not  intend  to  pro- 
duce the  effect  you  have  produced.  The 
debtor  interest,  misled  by  your  statements, 
acquiesced.  Is  it  right  to  hold  that  in- 
terest to  a  bargain  made  in  ignorance  of 
the  effect  it  would  produce  ?  Is  it  safe  to 
the  creditor  interest  to  endeavour  to  force 
the  full  completion  of  that  bargain,  which 
never  can  be  carried  out  without  general 
ruin?  He  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  was  not  in 
his  place.  Ue  did  not  mean  to  taunt  him 
with  anything  that  he  had  published  in 
his  celebrated  pamphlet  on  this  subject — 
he  wished  to  refer  to  a  conversation  which 
passed  in  that  House;  and  he  felt  there 
was  no  breach  of  confidence  in  alluding  to 
it,  for  the  whole  passed  in  open  conversa- 
tion. It  was  after  the  evidence  given  by 
Mr.  Pease,  which  he  conjured  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  read,  of  the  injurious  effects  of 
this  Bill  in  the  North  of  England.  He 
(Mr.  Spooner)  turned  to  Sir  J.  Graham 
and  said,  **  What  do  you  think  of  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Pease?"  He  said,  **  It  is 
very  alarming — it  is  very  distressing.'* 
'•Ah,"  rejoined  he  (Mr.  Spooner),  **it  is 
your  fault,   Sir  James;  if  you  had  but 


maintained  your  first  conviction — ^if  you 
had  been  true  to  your  principles,  you  might 
have  been  Prime  Minister  at  this  day;  and 
you  would  have  saved  your  country,  which 
is  now  involved  in  all  this  distress."  What 
was  his  reply?  He  said,  "  I  hate  not  al- 
tered my  opinions  on  the  Bill  of  1819.  I 
said  it  was  a  dead  robbery  then,  and  I  say 
it  now — I  remain  still  of  the  same  opinion 
which  I  published,  that  the  Bill  was  a 
dead  robbery  of  all  the  debtor  interests  of 
the  country."  It  was  true,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  went  on  to  say,  that  it  was  done— 
that  the  system  had  gone  on  so  long,  they 
would  now  create  fresh  injustice  by  im- 
doing  it.  With  that  opinion  he  entirely 
disagreed.  It  was  not  done — it  wfts  far 
from  being  done.  They  had  never  seen 
the  Bill  of  1819  extensively  brought  into 
operation  for  more  than  three  or  four  years 
at  a  time;  and  so  soon  as  things  began  to 
find  their  level,  as  it  was  called,  under 
that  Bill,  dire  necessity  compelled  them  to 
relax  its  operation;  that  was  their  real  po- 
sition, and  that  led  him  next  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  exchanges.  They  were 
told  they  must  regulate  their  issues  by  a 
watchful  and  careful  attention  to  the  rate 
of  the  exchanges.  If  so,  he  should  like  to 
know  what  they  were  to  do  during  the 
next  winter.  Was  there  a  man  in  that 
House  who  had  taken  the  least  pains  to 
ascertain  the  state  of  the  crops,  who  anti- 
cipated anything  else  for  the  coming  win- 
ter than  an  immense  importation  of  fo- 
reign corn  ?  and  how  was  that  to  be  paid 
for?  Perhaps  some  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite would  suggest,  by  their  manufac- 
tures. But,  he  would  ask,  did  their  ma- 
nufactures go  out  when  they  last  had 
occasion  to  import  foreign  corn?  No; 
their  bullion  would  be  required.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  near  him  (Sir  R.  Peel),  said, 
**  Let  the  gold  go  out,  he  wished  it  might 
go;  it  would  come  back  again."  Aye,  it 
would  come  back  again,  he  had  no  doubt ; 
but  at  what  cost?  The  system  xmder 
which  we  were  acting  had  lately  produced 
a  reduction  of  250,000,000^.  in  the  value 
of  property,  in  order  to  secure  an  amount 
of  15,000,000^.  of  gold  in  the  coffers  of 
the  Bank  of  England.  This  was  no  ima- 
ginary loss,  but  was  provable  by  carefully 
considered  statistics.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  such  a  sum  went  out  of  the  coun- 
try; but  the  catastrophe  that  took  place 
shook  the  credit  of  the  country,  and  with 
the  credit  of  the  country  prices  fell,  so 
that  the  endeavour  to  get  back  the 
15,000,000^.  of  gold  had  actually  cost  the 
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country  250,000,000?.  But  there  were 
still  other  circumstances  to  be  considered 
— ^were  the  Irish  to  be  allowed  to  lie  down 
and  die  ?  Why,  the  w)iole  country  would 
resound  with  cries  of  shame  upon  the 
Minister  who  should  leave  the  Irish  to  lie 
down  in  despair.  But  with  the  present 
system  of  currency,  he  defied  them  to 
send  the  money  which  would  be  necessary 
for  their  relief.  It  was  true  that  gold 
might  be  employed  to  bring  corn  into  the 
country,  but  as  the  gold  went  out,  the 
notes  would  flow  in;  and  ho  must  remind 
the  House  that  upon  the  supply  of  notes 
depended,  in  great  measure,  the  employ- 
ment of  the  poor  throughout  the  country. 
So  that  while  they  brought  foreign  corn 
into  the  country  by  the  contraction  of  the 
paper  money,  they  deprived  the  poor,  of 
the  means  of  purchasing  it;  and  even 
checked  the  manufacture  of  those  articles 
which  must  ultimately  be  exported  to  bring 
back  the  gold.  You  may  bring  in  the 
bread,  you  may  show  the  suffering  la- 
bouring classes  the  loaf;  but  the  very 
means  which  enabled  you  to  set  the  loaf 
before  them,  took  away  the  means  of  pur- 
chasing it.  Those  who  agreed  with  him 
were  asked  would  they  support  an  un- 
limited issue  of  paper  money  ?  He  had 
explained  his  own  views  of  this  subject  in 
the  resolutions  which  were  published  in 
the  first  report  of  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer stated,  that  the  Bill  of  1844  was 
intended  to  prevent  speculation.  [The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  :  No  !  ]  He 
was  much  mistaken  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  make  an  appeal  to  Mem- 
bers whether  they  would,  by  rescinding 
the  Bill  of  1844,  encourage  unlimited 
speculation.  He  would  make  this  appeal 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Herries), 
but  that  he  observed  he  was  now  reposing 
in  unlimited  slumber.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, when  he  spoke  against  overtrading 
and  speculation,  forgot  that  it  had  all 
arisen  under  the  very  Act  which  he  was 
defending.  And  he  also  omitted  to  state, 
that  had  the  Bank  of  England,  during  the 
late  crisis,  been  empowered  to  make  use 
of  the  gold  in  their  coffers,  they  could 
have  materially  lessened,  if  not  wholly 
averted,  the  panic  which  had  been  so  de- 
structive to  the  commercial  world.  Yet 
wo  were  told  we  must  come  again  to  the 
extreme  point  before  the  Government 
would  feel  itself  justified  in  interfering  as 
they  did  last  autumn.     Unless  the  cur- 


rency were  extended,  a  heavy  responsi* 
bility  would  rest  upon  the  Government. 
But  the  necessity  of  preserving  converti- 
bility was  urged  in  objection  to  this  act 
of  justice.  His  idea  of  convertibility  was 
that  a  note  should  always  be  convertible 
into  what  a  man  wanted.  If  it  were  a 
legal  tender,  if  it  would  pay  all  taxes  and 
all  debts,  and  purchase  what  any  man  re- 
quired, that  was  sound  convertibility,  not 
into  gold  only,  but  into  all  the  practical 
necessities  and  purposes  of  life.  He  im- 
plored the  noble  Lord  not  to  be  led  away 
by  the  vain  philosophy  of  the  day;  but, 
like  Mr.  Pitt  in  1797,  to  rise  above  the 
trammels,  and  adapt  his  proceedings  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  times.  Let  the 
gold  go  abroad  to  bring  in  food,  but  at  the 
same  time  let  there  be  a  circulating 
medium  issued  by  Government,  and  li- 
mited by  Parliament  to  the  amount  of 
annual  revenue — this  would,  in  fact,  be 
guaranteed  by  all  the  property  of  the 
country — and  then  our  labourers  would 
find  that  we  were  not  only  able  to  afford 
them  the  means  of  procuring  food  in  abun- 
dance, but  to  dispense  a  large  and  liberal 
measure  of  relief  to  Ireland,  and  turn  that 
discontented  population  into  a  peaceful 
and  loyal  people,  and  meanwhile  a  stock 
of  manufactures  would  be  accumulating, 
which  would  enable  us  to  get  back  our 
gold  again.  He  trusted  that  Parliament 
would  not  separate  while  Members  had  no- 
thing to  tell  their  constituents  but  that, 
when  famine  threatened,  proposals  for 
measures  of  relief  were  met  with  the  pre- 
vious question — that  the  Ministers  were 
hesitating  and  doubting — that  they  had 
no  opinions — and  that  at  the  approach  of 
the  storm  they  dared  not  pledge  them- 
selves to  any  course  of  conduct  that  might 
avert  it.  If  that  went  forth  among  the 
people,  despondency  would  be  the  conse- 
quence, and  there  was  no  knowing  what 
might  be  the  result.  There  was  a  re- 
medy ;  let  them  apply  it.  Let  them  call 
forth  the  energy  of  the  people  by  setting 
the  credit  of  the  nation  free. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  was  quite  prepared  to  hear  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire take  credit  to  himself  for  entire  con- 
sistency on  the  subject  of  the  currencv;  I 
was  quite  prepared  to  concede  it  to  him; 
but  I  confess  I  was  not  prepared  to  hear 
him  declare  that  he  had  been  a  disciple 
of  Mr.  Homer,  and  that  he  still  adopted 
every  principle  for  which  Mr.  Homer  con- 
tended. ^Mj  hon.  Friend  says,  indeed,  that 


415 


Currency. 


{COMMONS  } 


Currency. 


416 


he  differed  from  Mr.  Horner  as  to  his 
practical  conclusion;  but  be  assures  us  that 
iu  every  word  and  in  every  letter  of  each 
of  the  thirteen  or  fourteen  preliminary  re- 
solutions on  the  subject  of  the  standard 
of  value  moved  by  Mr.  Horner  in  1811,  he 
unreservedly  concurs.  Why,  Sir,  if  there 
be  any  medium  of  communication  between 
those  who  live  and  those  who  have  de- 
parted from  amongst  us,  Mr.  Horner  must 
now  be  sbuddering  in  his  grave  at  hearing 
the  hon.  Member *s  representation  that  the 
principles  of  Mr.  Horner  were  in  precise 
accordance  with  his  own.  What  must  be 
his  amazement  at  hearing  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman professing  to  be  bis  disciple,  and 
at  the  same  time  contending  that  the  cir- 
culating medium  ought  to  represent  —  not 
gold,  not  silver,  not  capital,  not  anything 
tangible  ;  but  that  which  is  worse  than 
nothing — the  debt  of  the  country.  Your 
expenditure  is  now  50,000,0001^.,  and  to 
that  extent  my  hon.  Friend  would  issue 
inconvertible  paper.  Add  10,000,000^. 
to  that  expenditure,  no  matter  whether 
the  resources  of  the  country  can  bear  the 
additional  charge,  and  10,000,000Z.  more 
of  inconvertible  paper  may  be,  according 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  safely  and  prudently 
issued.  There  need  in  that  case  be  no 
limit  to  lavish  expenditure  —  no  limit  to 
the  incurring  of  debt;  the  ready  means  of 
meeting  every  charge  are  at  hand — a  fresh 
issue  of  inconvertible  paper.  My  hon. 
Friend  says  the  amount  of  that  paper  is 
limited  ;  but  limited  by  what  ?  It  may 
increase  with  increasing  expenditure. 
60,000,000^.  of  paper  may  be  issued  with 
as  much  safety  as  50,000,000Z.,  provided 
only  that  the  amount  does  not  exceed  the 
sum  which  is  required  to  meet  the  pub- 
lic necessities,  and  that  the  paper,  after 
its  issue,  is  receivable  at  the  Exchequer 
in  payment  of  taxes.  The  more  you  ex- 
pend, the  more  paper  you  may  issue  ;  and 
as  my  hon.  Friend  thinks  that  plenty  of 
money  is  a  never-failing  source  of  pros- 
perity, there  not  only  is  no  check  upon 
expenditure,  but  a  direct  premium  upon 
it.  Your  paper  issues  would  be  incon- 
veniently restricted  by  economy. 

My  hon.  Friend  has  another  theory.  He 
contends  that  any  amount  of  circulation  is 
safe  that  has  for  its  basis  the  land  and 
property  of  the  country ;  and  this  is  the 
doctrine  of  a  disciple  of  Mr.  Horner. 

Mr.  SPOONER  :  I  strictly  limited  it 
to  the  amount  of  your  expenditure. 

Sib  R.  peel  :  I  thought  I  heard  my 
hon.  Friend  mention  the  acres  of  the  coun- 


try, and  the  realised  capital  of  the  country, 
as  a  perfectly  safe  and  sufficient  founda- 
tion for  a  corresponding  amount  of  cur- 
rency. But  even  with  my  hon.  Friend's 
explanation,  his  doctrine  is  sufficiently 
alarming.  His  inconvertible  paper,  limited 
by  nothing  but  the  extent  of  the  public 
necessities,  will  be  quite  as  bad  as  incon- 
vertible paper  issued  ad  libitum  upon  land 
and  capital.  The  real  value  of  such  a 
currency  will  soon  be  correctly  estimated 
in  foreign  countries,  and  will  be  sensibly 
felt  by  those  who  rely  on  the  wages  of 
labour  for  the  means  of  subsistence. 

But  how  does  my  hon.  Friend  recon- 
cile these  theories  with  the  principle  laid 
down  in  Mr.  Horner's  resolutions?  From 
the  practical  conclusion,  namely,  the  re- 
sumption of  cash  payments  at  the  end  of 
two  years,  he  dissented ;  but  he  says  there 
is  not  a  firmer  friend  to  the  principles  for 
which  Mr.  Horner  contended.  I  shall  surely 
startle  my  hon.  Friend 'by  reminding  him 
of  those  principles.  He  must  have  for- 
gotten the  transactions  of  1810. 

Mr.  SPOONER:  No! 

Sir  R.  peel  :  Very  well,  then,  I  will 
read  to  my  hon.  Friend  some  of  the  re- 
solutions moved  by  Mr.  Homer,  to  every 
word  and  letter  of  which  he  did  and  still 
does  so  entirely  subscribe.  This  is  tho 
first  resolution : — 

"  That  the  oi^ly  money  which  can  be  legally 
tendered  in  Great  Britain  for  &ny  sum  above 
twelve  pence  in  the  whole  is  made  either  of  gold 
or  silver ;  and  the  weight,  standard,  and  deno- 
mination at  which  such  money  is  authorised  to  pass 
current,  is  fixed,  'mder  His  Majesty's  preroga- 
tive, according  to  law." 

The  other  resolutions  establishing  the  lead- 
ing principles  in  respect  to  the  circulating 
medium  were  the  following  : — 

"  7.  That  under  the  laws  which  constitute  tho 
established  policy  of  this  realm  in  regard  to  money, 
no  contract  or  undertaking  for  the  payment  of 
money,  stipulated  to  be  paid  in  pounds  sterling, 
or  in  good  and  lawful  money  of  Great  Britain, 
can  be  legally  satisfied  in  gold  coin  unless  the 
coin  tendered  shall  weigh  in  the  proportion  of  If 
parts  of  5  dwts.  8  gr.  standard  gold  for  eacn 
pound  sterling ;  nor  in  silver  coin,  for  a  sum  ex- 
ceeding 251.  f  unless  such  coin  shall  weigh  in  the 
proportion  of  §g  of  a  pound  Troy  of  standard  silver 
for  each  pound  sterling. 

'*  8.  That  the  promissory  notes  of  the  Bank  of 
England  are  stipulations  to  pay,  on  demand,  the 
sum  in  pounds  sterling  respectively  specified  in 
each  of  the  said  notes. 

"  14.  That  during  the  continuance  of  the  bus* 
pension  of  cash  payments,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Directors  of  the  Bank  of  England  to  advert  to 
the  state  of  the  foreign  exchanges,  as  well  as  the 
price  of  bullion,  with  a  view  to  regulate  the  amount 
of  thcii*  issues. 
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"15.  That  the  only  certain  and  adequate  se- 
curity to  be  provided  against  an  excess  of  paper 
currency,  and  for  maintaining  the  relative  value  of 
the  circulating  medium  of  the  realm,  is  the  legal 
convertibility,  upon  demand,  of  all  paper  currency 
into  lawful  coin  of  the  realm." 

My  Hon.  Friend  says,  that  previously 
to  the  resumption  of  cash  payments,  there 
had  heen  a  great  depreciation  of  paper  as 
compared  with  gold;  and  that  in  1819, 
when  Parliament  resolved  to  restore  the 
standard  of  value,  reference  ought  to  have 
heen  had  to  that  depreciation,  and  that 
the  puhlic  creditor  who  had  advanced  his 
money  to  the  State  in  a  currency  of  smaller 
value,  had  no  equitable  right  to  recover 
the  principal,  or  to  be  paid  the  interest  of 
his  debt,  in  a  currency  of  the  full  value; 
that  the  pound  he  advanced  was  not  the 
pound  of  twenty  shillings  of  lawful  money, 
but  a  pound  of  fifteen  shillings,  or  some 
other  such  amount. 

Now,  it  certainly  would  have  been  pos- 
sible to  make  some  arrangement  of  this 
kind — to  have  formed  an  estimate  of  the 
extent  to  which  the  depreciation  of  paper 
had  been  carried  during  the  suspension  of 
cash  payments,  and,  on  the  restoration  of 
cash  payments,  to  have  made  a  corre- 
sponding reduction  in  the*  value  of  the 
currency  in  which  the  then  existing  pub- 
lic engagements  were  to  be  discharged. 
Such  an  arrangement,  I  say,  would  have 
been  possible.  Whether  it  would  have  been 
equitable  is  another  question.  When  Par- 
liament bon*owed  money  of  the  public  cre- 
ditors during  the  war,  they  reserved  no 
power  to  discharge  the  debt  in  other  than 
the  lawful  coin  of  the  realm.  The  sus- 
pension of  cash  payments  was  avowedly 
a  temporary  measure,  continued  from  time 
to  time,  with  a  distinct  announcement  on 
the  part  of  Parliament  that  they  should  be 
resumed  six  months  after  the  ratification  of 
a  definitive  treaty  of  peace. 

Does  my  hon.  Friend  recollect  the  9th 
Resolution  of  Mr.  Horner?  Is  it  one  of 
those,  every  word  and  letter  of  which  it 
seems  that  he  has  approved  ?  It  is  to  this 
effect — 

"9.  That  when  it  was  enacted  that  the  pay- 
ment of  the  promissory  notes  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land in  cash  should  for  a  time  be  suspended,  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  Parliament  that  any  alter- 
ation whatever  should  take  place  in  the  value  of 
such  promissory  notes." 

My  hon.  Friend  will  perhaps  say,  that 
whatever  might  be  the  legal  obligation,  the 
engagement,  whether  expressed  or  im- 
plied, was  an  impossible  one;  that  the  no- 
torious fact  of  depreciation  ought  to  have 
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been  recognised;  and  that,  on  the  resump- 
tion of  cash  payments,  the  public  creditor 
should  have  been  compelled  to  receive  the 
bond  fide  equivalent  for  that  which  he  had 
lent.  Now,  I  will  take  my  hon.  Friend's 
own  estimate  of  the  extent  of  depreciation. 
It  shall  have  been  twenty-five  per  cent  if 
he  pleases.  In  that  case  lbs,  of  sterling 
money  will  repay  the  debt  of  a  nominal 
2O5.  borrowed  in  paper  during  the  suspen- 
sion of  cash  payments.  What  would  have 
been  the  effect  of  a  monetary  settlement 
founded  on  this  basis  ?  The  debtor  would 
no  doubt  have  received  a  proportionate 
benefit;  an  amount  of  taxation  less  by 
25  per  cent  would  have  sufficed  to  pay  the 
interest  of  that  part  of  the  national  debt 
which  was  incurred  during  the  period  of 
depreciation  ;  but  all  other  interests  would 
remain  unaffected.  You  would  have  called 
\6s,  by  the  name  of  20^.,  and  so  far  as 
the  discharge  of  debt  previously  incurred 
is  concerned,  15*.  would  discharge  thp 
functions  of  a  pound;  but  in  every  other 
subsequent  transaction,  in  every  subse- 
quent dealing  between  man  and  man,  the 
intrinsic. value  of  the  silver  or  gold  which 
it  contained  would  regulate  the  real  worth 
and  efficiency  of  the  new  pound  as  an  in- 
strument of  exchange.  Does  my  hon. 
Friend  suppose  that  in  the  adjustment  of 
the  foreign  exchanges,  for  instance,  the 
pound  of  15^.  would  be  counted  for  any- 
thing more  than  15*.  ?  that  you  could  buy 
from  the  foreigner  more  than  three-fourths 
of  the  goods  which  you  buy  for  the  pound 
sterling  of  the  present  day  ?  Nay,  in  your 
own  domestic  transactions,  always  except- 
ing the  payment  of  debt  incurred,  there  will 
be  nothing  gained.  If  the  paper  money  is 
to  be  convertible  into  coin  at  the  will  of  the 
holder,  you  may  if  you  choose  call  IO5.  by 
the  name  of  a  pound;  but  there  will  remain 
the  same  danger  of  excessive  issue,  the 
same  risk  of  a  monetary  crisis,  the  same 
demand  for  timely  precautions,  the  same 
necessity  for  contraction  and  for  severe 
pressure,  if  those  timely  precautions  be 
neglected. 

It  may  be  thought  by  some  that  these 
are  needless  comments  on  the  doctrines  of 
my  hon.  Friend — that  those  doctrines  meet 
with  few  supporters.  That  may  be  true  so 
far  as  this  House  is  concerned.  In  this 
House  my  hon.  Friend  may  be  in  a  small 
minority ;  but  out  of  this  House,  of  those 
who  talk  about  the  currency,  and  write 
about  the  currency,  the  vast  majority  is 
with  my  hon.  Friend.  Nine  tenths  of  those, 
out  of  this  HousOi  who  want  a  change  in 
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the  currency  want  substantially  that  which 
my  hon.  Friend  wants,  namely,  issues  of 
paper  without  the  check  of  convertibility. 

There  was  a  witness  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Commons  whom  I  consider 
to  be  a  fair  representative  of  the  prevail- 
ing opinions  on  the  currency — a  gentle- 
man of  the  name  of  Salt.  Mr.  Salt  gave 
his  evidence  with  great  fluency — with  evi- 
dent conviction  of  the  truth  of  the  doc- 
trines he  maintained;  nor  was  he  deficient 
in  that  quality  of  boldness  in  the  avowal 
of  his  opinions,  which  has  been  ascribed 
to-night  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. Mr.  Salt  did  not,  I  apprehend,  seek 
to  intrude  his  opinion  on  the  Committee. 
The  report  says  : — 

"  Deputations  from  Liverpool  and  Birmingham 
had  communicated  with  the  Government  during 
the  period  of  difficulty  ;  and  your  Committee 
thought  it  best  to  commence  their  inquiry  by 
examining  certain  witnesses  connected  with  Liver- 
pool and  Birmingham." 

And  among  others  Mr.  Salt. 

In  Mr.  Salt's  opinion,  paper  money 
ought  to  be  issued  till  you  have  restored 
prices  to  a  remunerating  level.  I  asked 
Mr.  Salt  whether  there  might  not  be  a 
difficulty  in  determining  whether  prices  at 
any  given  time  were  remunerating  or  not : 
whether  the  trade  which  was  remunerat- 
ing to  a  man  possessed  of  capital  and  skill, 
might  not  be  a  losing  trade  to  him  who 
had  neither  one  nor  the  other  ?  Mr.  Salt 
at  once  solved  the  difficulty  by  answer- 
ing— 

"  The  test  I  would  give  would  bo  when  all  the 
labourers  are  taken  into  employment.'*  .  .  . 
"  It  is  necessary  (he  said)  that  the  money  should 
be  maintained  in  the  country  in  sufficient  amount 
to  employ  all  the  labourers  of  the  country." 

That  I  might  not  misunderstand  or  mis- 
represent the  opinions  of  Mr.  Salt,  I  put 
these  questions,  and  received  the  following 
answers : — 

"  Will  yg|i  state  whether  I  correctly  understood 
you  as  saying  that  national  paper  should  be  issued 
ad  libitum  till  the  period  when  prices  were  re- 
munerative, and  every  industrious,  able-bodied 
man  found  in  full  employment  ? — Certainly. 

"  Wlien  that  object  had  been  achieved,  you  would 
fix  your  standard  at  that  point  ? — Yes." 

Now,  these  are  not  the  personal  opin- 
ions of  Mr.  Salt,  but  the  opinions  of  the 
Birmingham  school  of  currency. 

I  asked  Mr.  Salt — 

"  Is  there  not  an  association  in  Birmingham  on 
the  subject  of  the  currency  ? — Yes. 

"  Though  some  individuals  may  differ  from  the 
views  which  you  have  expressed,  are  they  not  the 
general  views  of  the  Association  ? — They  are. 

''  Did  you  ever  hear  any  one  dissent  fi^om  them  ? 


— I  think  not ;  at  any  rate,  those  who  have  dis- 
sented have  ceased  to  dissent. 

Mr.  SPOONER :  There  were  other 
questions  put  to  Mr.  Salt  on  that  point. 

Sir  R.  PEEL:  There  were:  questions 
put  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  will  not  fail 
to  read  them.  My  hon.  Friend,  I  know  not 
why,  seemed  ashamed  of  Mr.  Salt  as  the 
organ  of  the  Birmingham  school :  he  was 
very  anxious  to  extort  from  Mr.  Salt  an 
admission  that  the  opinions  he  gave  were 
not  sanctioned  by  that  school.  The  House 
shall  judge  of  his  success. 

"  Mr.  Spooneb  :  Have  you  ever  laid  before  a 
meeting  of  the  Currency  Reform  Association  your 
theory  about  the  average  value  of  metals  forming 
the  basis  of  the  standard  ? — I  have. 

"  When  was  that  done  ? — I  cannot  say  exactly ; 
but  we  have  talked  it  over  several  times. 

"  Did  you  ever  get  a  vote  of  approbation  upon 
it  ?— No." 

Finding  Mr.  Salt  thus  pressed  by  mj 
hon.  Friend,  I  came  to  his  rescue  with 
this  question : — 

"  Sir  R.  Peel  :  But  did  you  ever  find  anybody 
successfully  contend  against  those  views  ? — ^No  ; 
I  never  heard  anybody  attempt  it." 

Thus  ended  the  examination  of  Mr.  Salt, 
who  retired  triumphant  from  the  Commit- 
tee. Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  thinks  that 
Mr.  Salt,  like  himself,  is  a  disciple  of  Mr. 
Horner. 

I  will  now  address  myself  to  the  ques- 
tion immediately  under  discussion,  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Henries). 
My  right  hon.  Friend  says  there  is  an  in- 
tense anxiety  throughout  the  country  on 
the  subject  of  his  Motion;  he  says  the 
country  will  be  deeply  dissatisfied  if  it  be 
met  by  the  previous  question.  But  why 
should  the  intense  anxiety  be  relieved  by 
the  success  of  the  original  Motion  ?  My 
right  hon.  Friend  proposes  that  we  should 
give  a  pledge  for  the  next  Session  :  not  a 
pledge  to  alter  the  law,  but  merely  to  take 
the  subject  into  our  serious  consideration. 
When  next  Session  comes  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  or  any  other  Member,  can  compel 
us  to  do  this  by  a  simple  notice.  What  do 
we  gain  by  any  previous  pledge  ?  Now,  this 
House,  by  the  proceedings  of  the  present 
Session,  has  not  greatly  added  to  its  re- 
putation for  the  practical  discharge  of  bu- 
siness. We  have  been  more  remarkable 
for  the  length  of  discussion  than  for  the 
progress  of  successful  legislation.  Many 
measures  introduced  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Session  have  been  abandoned,  not 
because  they  met  with  serious  opposition, 
but  because  so  much  time  has  been  spent 
in  debate  that  it  became  physically  impos«> 
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Bible  to  pass  them.  We  have  arrived  at 
the  22nd  of  August,  and  not  having  ful- 
filled our  engagements  for  this  Session,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  asks  us  to  enter  into  new 
ones  for  the  next,  to  draw  a  bill  on  the 
future,  payable  six  months  after  date.  And 
this  is  to  be  done  to  relieve  the  intense 
anxiety  of  the  public.  What  will  the  pub- 
lic care  for  our  pledges  for  the  future  ? 
What  proof  have  we  given  to  the  public 
that  we  share  in  this  intense  anxiety? 
My  right  hon.  Friend's  Motion  stood  for 
Tuesday  last;  but  on  counting  the  House 
thirty-five  Members  only  were  present,  and 
the  Motion  was  deferred  until  this  night. 
In  the  course  of  this  night  the  attendance 
was  so  limited  that  an  attempt  was  made 
to  count  out  the  House,  which  failed,  be- 
cause there  were  forty-two  Members  who 
thought  it  worth  their  while  to  be  present. 
What  weight  will  be  attached  to  resolu- 
tions for  the  future  passed  by  such  num- 
bers, and  under  such  circumstances  ? 

And  what  are  the  arguments  by  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  supports  his  own 
Motion  ?  He  says  the  vast  majority  of  the 
House  are  gone  away,  that  serious  deli- 
beration is  out  of  the  question — nay,  he 
indulges  in  metaphor,  he  calls  the  House  a 
wounded  snake  dragging  its  slow  length 
along.  Then  being  thus  mutilated,  had 
we  not  better  creep  out  of  public  notice  as 
quietly  as  wo  can  ?  Why  give  ourselves 
the  airs  of  a  boa  constrictor  ?  Why  enable 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  complete  his  quo- 
tation by  ending  the  song  of  the  Session 
with  his  own  very  **  needless  Alexan- 
drine?*' 

I  should  be  sorry,  however,  to  rest  my 
objections  to  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  merely  on  account  of  its  being  in- 
opportune. When  the  time  for  discussion 
shall  arrive,  I  shall  defend  to  the  utmost 
of  my  power  the  Bill  of  1844,  and  the  re- 
strictions which  it  imposes.  Even  now  I 
will  shortly  advert  to  the  character  and 
extent  of  those  restrictions,  which  are 
presumed  to  be  so  intolerably  severe. 
The  Bill  of  1844  permits  the  issue  of 
33,000,000?.  of  paper  without  the  previous 
deposit  of  a  single  ounce  of  gold,  as  a  se- 
curity for  its  convertibility. 

Tho  Bank  of  England  may  issue 

of  bank  notes         .         .         .     £14,000,000 

Tho   private    and  Joint   Stock 

Banks  of  England  .         .  8,600,000 

The  Banks  of  Ireland         .         .  6,300,000 

The  Banks  of  Scotland       .         .  8,100,000 

Add  tho  Seven-day    and   other 

Bills  of  tho  Bank  of  England  1,000,000 


Total    iedd,000,000 


The  whole  of  this  amount  of  paper  may  be 
issued  by  these  banks  collectively  without 
the  previous  deposit  of  a  single  sovereign. 
All  that  the  Act  of.  1844  requires  is,  that 
if  an  additional  paper  currency  beyond  the 
33,000,000^.  be  required,  the  excess  shall 
be  issued  upon  coin  or  bullion.  Suppose 
that,  in  addition  to  the  33,000,000Z.  of 
paper  above  referred  to,  an  issue  of 
15,000,000?.  is  required  to  conduct  the 
monetary  transactions  of  the  country,  the 
15,000,000?.  of  paper  must  be  secured 
by  a  previous  deposit  of  the  precious  me- 
tals. The  total  issue  of  paper  will  thus 
be  48,000,000?.,  the  whole  payable  on  de- 
mand at  the  will  of  the  holder,  and  based 
upon  a  foundation  in  coin  of  less  than 
one-third  of  the  aggregate  amount.  Is 
this  an  intolerable  restriction  on  the  issue 
of  paper  money  ? 

You  object  that  the  15,000,000?.  of  gold 
and  silver  are  a  dead  weight,  a  useless  and 
unprofitable  incumbrance  for  which  no  value 
is  received.  They  are  no  such  thing.  In 
the  first  place,  the  notes  issued  as  an  equi- 
valent, being  the  certificates  that  the  coin 
is  deposited,  form  a  part  of  the  circulation 
of  the  country.  But,  in  the  second  place, 
look  to  the  extent  of  paper  credit  in  this 
country.  (I  am  not  speaking  of  bank-notes 
merely,  but  of  all  transactions  resting  upon 
credit,  of  promissory  paper  of  all  descrip- 
tions) :  look  to  the  extent  of  speculation, 
to  the  manner  in  which  business  has  been 
conducted  by  mercantile  houses  of  great 
eminence,  and  then  judge  whether  a  de- 
posit of  the  precious  metals,  intended  to 
maintain  the  value  of  that  portion  of  your 
paper  credit  which  constitutes  the  currency 
of  the  country,  can  be  deemed  a  useless 
incumbrance.  I  so  totally  difix3r  from  those 
who  consider  the  necessity  for  making  and 
maintaining  that  deposit  to  be  the  cause 
of  undue  pressure,  that  I  contend  that  it 
is  in  consequence  of  that  depoa|(y  in  con- 
sequence of  the  confidence  which  it  in- 
spires, that  the  issuers  of  paper  are  en- 
abled to  give  an  amount  of  accommoda- 
tion which  they  could  not  otherwise  give 
consistently  with  their  own  security.  But 
the  accommodation  has  not  been  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  calamitous  failures  and 
severe  commercial  distress.  It  has  not; 
but  is  the  Act  of  1844  responsible  for 
this  ?  What  was  the  evidence  given  by 
Mr.  Anderson  and  Mr.  61yn  and  others 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  commercial 
credit,  and  the  transactions  connected  with 
it  ?  Mr.  Anderson,  tho  manager  of  the 
Union  Bauk  pf  Scotland^  was  asked, 
P2 
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"  Were  the  houses  which  suspended  pay- 
ment during  1847  and  1848  generally  en- 
gaged in  railway  speculations  ?*'  He  an- 
swers, **  Yes,  almost  in  every  case  more 
or  less/'  Mr.  Anderson  said,  that  a  con- 
siderahle  part  of  the  loss  sustained  hy  the 
Union  Bank  arose  from  parties  drawing 
bills  ostensibly  for  their  business  transac- 
tions which  in  reality  were  drawn  to  sup- 
port speculations  on  railway  shares ;  he 
said  that  such  bills  were  drawn  to  as 
great  an  extent  as  discount  could  be  got 
for  them,  and  that  the  practice  continued 
until  the  general  crash  came. 

Mr.  Glyn,  speaking  of  the  houses  con- 
nected with  the  East  India  trade  and  the 
Mauritius  trade,  said,  ••  that  with  some 
few  exceptions  (and  there  were  excep- 
tions), he  was  not  prepared  to  say,  those 
houses  ought  not  to  have  failed  *' — **  that 
so  far  as  he  was  connected  with  any  of 
them,  there  is  none  that  ought  not  to  have 
failed.** 

What  law  can  be  devised  that  shall  pre- 
vent the  natural  consequence  of  extrava- 
gant speculation  in  railway  shares,  or  the 
failure  of  houses  which  are  insolvent 
through  their  own  improvidence  ?  That 
natural  consequence  is  commercial  distress 
— distress  extending  to  houses  that  are 
solvent  and  not  improvident — and  there 
may  be,  and  probably  will  be,  no  remedy 
for  that  distress,  without  passing  through 
the  ordeal  of  what  is  called  restriction  and 
pressure. 

But  the  Bill  of  1844  has,  it  is  said, 
caused  a  degree  of  pressure  which  would 
not  otherwise  have  taken  place.  1  believe 
it  has  ;  that  it  compelled  the  Bank,  in 
April,  1847,  to  do  that  which  it  ought  to 
have  done  before  April,  namely,  to  restrict 
discount,  and  to  raise  the  rate  of  interest, 
and  that  it  was  the  salutary  pressure,  en- 
forced by  the  Bill  of  1844,  which  pre- 
vented a  degree  of  pressure  ten  times 
more  severe,  that  would  have  been  de- 
ferred only  for  a  very  short  period  of  time. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to 
the  recent  reports  of  the  Committees  of 
the  two  Houses.  I  shall  not  advert  to 
that  of  the  Commons'  Committee,  because 
I  cordially  concurred  in  every  word  of  it ; 
but  I  shall  impugn  the  report  of  the 
Lords'  Committee.  I  shall  earnestly  de- 
precate the  adoption  of  the  recommend- 
ations of  that  report,  the  ability  of  which 
I  do  not  contest.  Of  that  report  I  may 
say  with  truth,  that  it  is  drawn  up  by  no 
friend  of  the  Bill  of  1844.  (I  treat  the 
report  of  course  as  the  report  of  the  Com- 


mittee which  adopted*  it.)  I  do  not  say 
that  it  is  a  report  prepared  in  a  spint  of 
unfair  hostility  to  the  Act  of  1844 ;  but  it 
is  prepared  in  a  spirit  which  insures  the 
full  exposure  of  any  defects  which  there 
may  be  in  that  Act.  The  report,  however, 
declares  that — 

*'  Many  of  the  provisions  of  that  Act  are,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Committee,  as  well  as  in  the 
judgment  of  the  great  majority  of  the  witnesses, 
judiciously  adapted  to  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  framed." 

They  are  judiciously  adapted  according  to 
another  passage  in  the  report — 

"  To  secure  the  primary  ohjoct  of  the  conver- 
tibility of  tho  bank  note." 

Now,  tho  Act  of  1844  contains  many 
important  provisions.  There  is  the  limi- 
tation of  the  issues  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, to  14,000,000?.  upon  securities;  the 
separation  of  the  two  departments  of  bank- 
ing and  issue ;  the  weekly  publication  of 
the  transactions  of  the  Bank ;  the  limita- 
tion of  the  issues  of  all  other  banks  in 
England  and  Wales,  to  the  average  amount 
of  their  issue  for  a  preceding  given  pe- 
riod; the  prohibition  to  establish  new  banks 
of  issue  in  any  part  of  the  united  king- 
dom. It  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  Lords' 
report  does  not  specify  the  particular 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1844,  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  **  are  judi- 
ciously adapted  to  the  purpose  for  which 
they  are  framed.'* 

In  two  instances  the  report  recom- 
mends a  modification  of  the  Act.  It 
suggests,  first,  an  extension  of  the  issue 
of  bank-notes  upon  silver,  relatively  to 
gold ;  secondly,  the  introduction  of  a  dis- 
cretionary relaxing  power  to  be  intrusted 
to  the  Bank  of  England,  but  to  be  exer- 
cised only  during  the  existence  of  a  favour- 
able foreign  exchange.  The  first  sugges- 
tion is  of  little  comparative  importance.  No 
great  advantages  in  my  opinion  would  ac- 
crue from  extending  the  power  of  issue 
upon  silver;  but  whether  the  issue  take 
place  upon  silver  to  the  amount  of  one- 
fourth  or  one-fifth  of  the  total  amount  of 
bullion  is  in  point  of  principle  a  matter  of 
indifference. 

The  other  suggestion,  the  giving  a  dis- 
cretionary power  to  the  Bank  to  relax  the 
restrictions  which  are  imposed  upon  the 
Bank,  I  consider  most  objectionable.  I  con- 
sider it  to  be  at  variance  with  experience, 
with  reason,  with  the  evidence  of  the  wit- 
nesses most  competent  to  give  an  opinion 
upon  the  question  at  issue.  Why,  in  1844, 
did  you  impose  restrictions  on  the  Bank  } 
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Because  the  experience  of  preceding  years 
— full  knowledge  of  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Bank  when  the  Bank  had  unlimited 
authority — a  deep  sense  of  the  evils  which 
had  arisen  from  the  uncontrolled  power  of 
the  Bank  in  1825,  1837.  and  1839,  con- 
Tinced  Parliament  of  the  necessity  of  sub- 
jecting the  Bank  to  peremptory  restric- 
tions. There  was,  in  1844,  an  almost 
unanimous  impression,  without  which  the 
Act  of  that  year  could  not  have  been 
passed,  that  the  discretionary  power  of  the 
Bank  had  been  improvidently  exercised  and 
ought  to  be  controlled  by  law. 

But  it  is  said — The  law  so  controlling 
the  Bank  has  failed;  it  has  been  necessary 
to  suspend  it ;  the  act  of  suspension  is  a 
condemnation  of  the  law,  and  Parliament 
must  make  such  provision  as  will  prevent 
the  necessity  of  another  unauthorised  sus- 
pension. I  do  not  deny  the  possibility  that 
that  which  has  occurred  may  occur  again ; 
that  it  is  not  absolutely  impossible  that 
there  may  again  be  such  a  combination  of 
peculiar  circumstances  that  the  exercise  of 
extraordinary  authority  may  be  upon  the 
whole  a  less  evil  than  the  rigid  adherence 
to  the  letter  of  the  law.  But  I  contend 
that  it  is  much  wiser  to  leave  the  respon- 
sibility of  such  interference  in  the  hands 
of  the  Executive  Government,  in  the  con- 
fidence that  it  will  not  be  assumed  except- 
ing in  a  case  of  absolute  necessity,  than  to 
confer  by  law  a  dispensing  power  upon  any 
body  of  men,  and  to  define  the  circum- 
stances under  which  it  may  be  exercised. 
In  the  first  place,  the  knowledge  that 
that  dispensing  power  exists,  and  the  hope 
that  it  will  be  exercised,  will  lessen  the 
inducement  whic)i  the  commercial  world 
would  otherwise  have  to  make  preparation, 
each  within  his  own  sphere  of  business, 
for  a  coming  period  of  pressure.  In  the 
second  place,  the  giving  of  the  dispensing 
power  to  the  Bank,  with  a  limitation  of 
its  exercise  to  a  certain  state  of  things, 
namely,  that  of  favourable  foreign  ex- 
change, will  alter  the  relation  in  which 
the  Executive  Government  now  stands  to 
Parliament,  and  will  make  it  much  more 
difficult  for  the  Government  to  assume 
such  a  responsibility  as  that  which  it  lately 
assumed. 

If  the  law  be  left  unaltered,  the  Go- 
vernment may  fairly  presume,  that  should 
an  absolute  necessity  for  its  intervention 
arise.  Parliament  being  satisfied  of  the  ne- 
cessity, will  again  sanction,  as  it  has  lately 
sanctioned,  the  exercise  of  extraordinary 
authority.     But  if  you  provide  a  dispen- 


sing power  by  express  enactment,  commit 
that  power  to  the  Bank,  and  specify  the 
circumstances  under  which  alone  it  can  be 
exercised,  the  Government  must  consider 
such  provision  in  the  light  of  a  legislative 
declaration  against  the  assumption  of  ex- 
traordinary authority,  whatever  may  be  the 
circumstances  which  may  call  for  it. 

It  is  no  impeachment  of  the  law,  no 
conclusive  argument  for  the  repeal  or  al- 
teration of  it,  that  an  extraordinary  com- 
bination of  unfavourable  circumstances  has 
compelled  the  suspension  of  it.  The  pos- 
sible necessity  for  extraordinary  interven- 
tion, in  order  to  meet  the  danger  of  such 
an  event,  or  to  counteract  the  effect  of 
wide-spread  panic,  was  not  unforeseen. 
Mr.  Huskisson  observed  many  years 
since — 

"  That  by  a  possible  combination  of  things  the 
Bank  might  be  driven  to  part  with  its  last  guinea 
not  only  without  having  checked  the  drain,  but 
with  the  certainty  of  increasing  it  in  proportion 
as  their  notes  were  diminished.'* 

He  says  expressly — 

"  That  the  possible  cases  which  may  call  for 
the  extraordinary  intervention  of  power  are  not 
capable  of  being  foreseen  or  defined  by  law." 

And— 

"  That  the  application  of  the  remedy  must  be 
left  to  those  who  may  be  at  the  head  of  affiurs, 
subject  to  their  own  responsibility  and  to  the 
judgment  of  Parliament." 

I  may,  perhaps,  without  presumption,  refer 
also  to  the  letter  which  I  wrote  to  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  Bank,  at  the  time  that  the 
Act  of  1844  was  under  discussion,  ex- 
pressing similar  views.  I  observed  in  that 
letter — 

"  My  confidence  is  unshaken  that  we  are  taking 
all  the  precautions  which  legislation  can  pru- 
dently take  against  the  recurrence  of  a  pecuniary 
crisis.  It  may  occur  in  spite  of  all  precautions ; 
and  if  it  does,  and  if  it  be  necessary  to  assume  a 
grave  responsibility  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  it, 
I  dare  say  men  will  be  found  willing  to  assume 
such  responsibility." 

A  pecuniary  crisis  may  recur ;  but  recent 
events  have  only  confirmed  my  previous 
impression  that  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
attempt,  by  legislation,  to  provide  a  re- 
medy. In  all  that  is  the  subject  of  legis- 
lation, as  in  mechanism,  and  every  thing 
connected  with  human  contrivance,  you 
take  precautions  against  the  dangers  and 
evils  that  may  arise  from  ordinary  causes 
of  disturbance ;  but  it  is  no  argument 
against  those  precautions,  that  some  un- 
foreseen event  may  disturb  all  your  calcu- 
lations, and  compel  the  application  of  ex- 
traordinary remedies.  Take  the  case  of  a 
complicated  piece  of  machinery :  you  maj 
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provide  a  remedy  for  friction,  or  for  any 
derangement  proceeding  froni  ordinary 
causes;  but  sudden  explosion  may  baffle 
all  your  precautions.  Commercial  panic 
is  like  sudden  explosion,  as  little  amenable 
to  any  control,  as  difficult  to  be  provided 
for  by  previous  contrivances  of  human 
skill.  Take  the  case  of  law.  The  presump- 
tion is  that  all  law  ought  to  be  strictly 
obeyed;  but  circumstances  so  extraordi- 
nary may  occur  that  the  violation  of  law 
may  be  a  venial,  nay,  a  praiseworthy  act. 
The  other  day,  for  instance,  if  the  report 
of  the  newspapers  be  correct,  a  military 
officer  having  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  in  his 
custody,  brought  him  to  a  railway  station, 
and  finding  a  train  ready  to  start  for 
Limerick,  desired  the  driver  to  start  in- 
stantly for  Dublin  instead.  The  driver 
refused,  telling  the  officer  that  he  was  not 
amenable  to  his  authority.  The  officer 
produced  a  pistol,  threatened  to  blow  out 
the  brains  of  the  driver  if  he  did  not  obey, 
and  was  obeyed  accordingly.  Now,  this 
was  a  very  extraordinary,  but  a  very  justi- 
fiable exercise  of  power.  There  was  a 
suspension  of  the  railway  regulations;  but 
it  does  not  follow  that  they  were  unwise 
regulations,  or  that  having  been  suspended 
they  ought  to  be  repealed.  Neither  does 
it  follow  that  provision  should  be  made 
for  a  similar  contingency  in  future,  that 
there  should  be  an  attempt  to  define  by 
law  under  what  circumstances  military 
officers  may  countermand  railway  trains, 
and  may  threaten  to  blow  out  the  brains 
of  engine-drivers. 

It  may  bo  in  such  cases  as  those  to 
which  I  have  been  referring,  and  in  cases 
of  commercial  panic  also,  that  the  remedy 
will  be  effectual  for  the  very  reason,  that 
it  has  not  been  provided  beforehand.  It 
not  only  may  be  better  calculated  to  meet 
the  exigency  of  the  case,  but  the  moral 
effect  of  the  remedy,  the  effect  on  the 
minds  and  feelings  of  men,  may  be  in- 
creased on  account  of  the  sudden  assump- 
tion of  an  abnormal  and  irregular  au- 
thority by  those  who  are  responsible  for 
the  public  safety. 

I  repeat,  then,  that  experience  and  rea- 
son are  opposed  to  the  suggestion  in  the 
Lords*  report.  How  far  is  it  supported 
by  the  testimony  of  those  witnesses  ex- 
amined by  the  Lords'  Committee,  who 
must  be  considered  the  very  best  authority 
on  such  a  subject?  The  Committee  ex- 
amined ^YQ  of  the  Directors  of  the  Bank, 
the  Governor  and  Deputy  Governor  of  the 
Banky  Mr.  Cotton,  Mr.  Norman,  and  Mr. 


Horsley  Palmer.  Being  Directors  of  the 
Bank  they  are  those  whom  the  law  ooii- 
trols,  and  they  can  have  no  prejudice  in 
favour  of  restraint  upon  their  discretion. 
They  are  also  the  best  judges  of  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  demands  which 
are  made  upon  them  in  times  of  pressure 
to  extend  accommodation,  and  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  interposing  the  barrier  of  law 
against  the  too  ready  complianoe  with 
such  demands.  The  Lords  Committee 
profess  entire  confidence  not  only  in  the 
integrity  and  good  faith  with  which  the 
transactions  of  the  Bank  are  conducted^ 
but  in  the  increased  knowledge  of  the  Di- 
rectors produced  by  experience  and  discus- 
sion. And  certainly,  if  the  judgment  be 
formed  on  the  evidence  giyen  before  the 
Committee  by  Mr.  Cotton,  Mr.  Norman, 
and  the  Governor  and  Deputy  Governor  of 
the  Bank,  that  expression  of  confidence  is 
fully  justified.  It  is  impossible  to  read 
the  evidence  given  by  those  gentlemen,  and 
not  be  struck  by  their  inteUigence,  acute- 
ness,  and  the  exhibition  by  theto  of  every 
quality  which  can  fit  them  to  superintend 
such  an  institution  as  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land. But  the  evidence  of  each  of  them 
is  decidedly  adverse  to  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee;  it  is  in  favour  of 
maintaining  the  Act  of  1844  without  the 
slightest  alteration.  The  Governor  and 
Deputy  Governor  of  the  Bank  declare  that 
in  their  opinion  **  nothing  could  have 
worked  better  than  it  has  done."  Mr. 
Cotton  thinks  **  that  the  Act  has  conferred 
inestimable  benefits,  both  upon  the  bank- 
ing operations  of  the  country,  and  also 
upon  business.**  Mr.  Norman  **  would  con- 
sider any  alteration  in  the  Act  of  1844 
highly  inexpedient.** 

Mr.  Horsley  Palmer's  evidence  is  cer- 
tainly less  favourable  to  the  Act  of  1844, 
but  even  that  evidence  scarcely  supports 
tlie  recommendation  of  the  Committee. 
Mr.  Horsley  Palmer  does  not  object  to  the 
principle  of  the  Act  of  1844,  of  fixing 
14,000,0002.  as  the  issues  upon  securities 
and  the  remainder  upon  bullion;  but  he 
objects  to  the  want  of  power  to  relax  that 
principle  when  the  circumstances  of  the 
country  will  enable  the  Bank  to  do  so, 
without  endangering  the  convertibility  of 
the  bank-note.  Mr.  Horsley  Palmer  ad- 
mits at  the  same  time  '*  that  the  power  of 
relaxation  goes  far  to  destroy  the  principle 
of  the  Act,  which  renders  it  extremely 
difficult  to  say  what  should  be  the  regula- 
tion, and  when  it  should  be  acted  on  ?  " 
Being  asked  "  If  the  restrictions  imposed 
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by  the  Act  of  1844  were  accompanied  with 
a  power  of  relaxation  on  the  part  of  the 
Bank  Directors,  would  it  not  bo  as  if  no 
restrictions  existed  ?  '*  he  answers  **  Cer- 
tainly." Such  are  the  opinions  of  those 
of  the  Bank  Directors  who  were  examined 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Lords.  Such 
also  are  my  reasons  for  thinking  that  the 
recommendation  of  that  Committee  that 
the  Directors  of  the  Bank  should  be  in- 
trusted with  a  power  to  relax  the  restric- 
tions imposed  upon  the  Bank  in  respect  to 
the  issue  of  paper  money,  is  unsupported 
by  evidence  as  well  as  by  reason  and  ex- 
perience. 

I  shall  conclude  with  an  earnest  hope, 
that  when  the  House  shall  again  address 
itself  to  the  consideration  of  this  great 
question,  with  a  view  to  some  practical 
issue,  they  will  bear  in  mind  the  great 
truths  by  which  legislation  on  our  mone- 
tary system  should  be  governed  —  that 
they  will  bear  in  mind  that  trade  is  not 
carried  on  with  paper  money  but  with 
capital,  or  with  credit,  of  which  capital  is 
the  foundation — that  the  arbitrary  issue 
of  paper  money  is  no  increase  of  the 
wealth  of  the  country — that  the  rate  of 
interest  must  vary  with  the  value  of  money 
and  the  demand  for  it,  and  cannot  be  per- 
manently regulated  by  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land— that  fixity  in  the  value  of  the  cur- 
rency, that  is,  of  the  coin,  or  of  the  note 
which  represents  coin,  and  a  guarantee 
that  the  note  shall  be  at  all  times  con- 
vertible into  the  precious  metals,  are  es- 
sential to  the  welfare  of  all  classes,  but 
especially  of  that  class  which  is  in  the 
receipt  of  the  wages  of  daily  labour.  De- 
preciate the  value  of  your  currency,  and 
the  prices  of  all  articles  of  subsistence  will 
speedily  follow  the  change;  but  there  will 
be  no  corresponding  rise  in  the  rate  of 
daily  wages.  The  two  shillings  or  three 
shillings  a-day  will  continue  to  be  paid 
long  after  they  shall  have  ceased  to  com- 
mand that  amount  of  the  necessaries  and 
comforts  of  life  which  they  did  command 
before  the  period  of  depreciation. 

This  House  will,  I  trust,  continue  to 
insist  upon  the  maintenance  of  the  stan- 
dard of  value,  and  upon  the  guarantees 
for  the  instant  and  certain  convertibility 
of  paper  into  coin.  Those  guarantees  you 
cannot  have  without  restrictions  upon  the 
issue  of  paper.  You  cannot  have  them 
without  pressure  in  the  time  of  commercial 
discredit.  Early  pressure — ^pressure  com- 
pelled by  law — if  it  be  not  induced  by  pru- 
dencoy  bo  far  from  being  the  great  evil 


which  some  consider  it  to  be,  may  be  the 
only  preventive  of  great  future  disaster — 
the  only  certain  means  of  maintaining  en- 
tire confidence  in  the  paper  circulation  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  would  admit  that,  if  it 
was  proper  to  pass  the  Act  of  1819,  it 
was  necessary  to  pass  that  of  1844  to  pre- 
vent vacillation  on  the  part  of  the  Bank. 
In  evidence  given  before  a  Committee  of 
the  House,  before  the  latter  measure  was 
introduced,  he  had  stated  his  opinions  that 
the  Bank  should  keep  500,000^  of  its 
circulation  in  gold.  But  he  had  always 
thought  the  Act  of  1819  a  gross  injustice, 
and  it  would  continue  so  till  prices  were 
reduced  to  the  level  of  1819,  which  was 
the  level  of  Continental  prices.  Were  the 
law  carried  out  to  the  letter,  it  would  pro- 
duce an  explosion.  If  the  pound  sterling 
were  to  be  converted  into  the  precious  me- 
tals at  what  he  thought  a  just  rate,  a  great 
stimulus  would  be  given  to  the  industry  of 
the  country;  the  result  woidd  be  a  higher 
scale  of  nominal  prices.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  Act  of  1844  had  not  aggravated 
the  distress  last  year;  but  if  not,  why  were 
its  provisions  relaxed  ?  And  how  did  it 
happen  that  the  moment  the  relaxation 
took  place  the  distress  abated  ?  For  his 
own  part  he  wished  the  Act  had  never 
been  touched.  It  was  a  disgrace  to  the 
country  to  have  a  law  that  required  touch- 
ing. If  it  had  not  been  interfered  with, 
his  belief  was  that  the  question  would  have 
been  settled  in  a  week,  and  hence  he  was 
sorry  that  it  had  ever  been  meddled  with 
at  all.  The  country  might  possibly  allow 
another  relaxation  to  take  place;  but  he 
felt  convinced  that  they  would  not  bear  it 
above  once  more,  for  their  eyes  were  fast 
opening  to  the  true  merits  of  the  question. 

Mr.  HUME  had  been  anxious  to  hear 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet;  but 
he  confessed  that,  looking  to  what  was  ex- 
pected from  this  Bill,  and  what  he  had 
just  stated  to  the  House,  he  was  utterly 
at  a  loss  to  understand  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. Much  time  had  been  taken  up  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  stating  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  our  currency  was  based; 
but  that  was  not  the  question  before  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion.  The  Mo- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  did  not  require  the  House 
to  go  back  either  to  1811  or  1819.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken  lightly  of 
the  repiort  of  the  Lords'  Committee;  but  it 
was  nevertheless  an  honest  report,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  evidence  that  was  laid 
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before  the  Committee.  He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  however,  that  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  were 
exceedingly  vague.  The  Committee  were 
all  agreed,  however,  that  the  Acts  of  1844- 
45  did  greatly  aggravate  the  distress  when 
the  time  of  pressure  came.  Although 
there  had  been  a  great  jumble  on  the  part 
of  the  supporters  of  the  measure  of  1844, 
as  to  what  was  expected  from  it,  and  what 
had  been  its  result,  he  begged  to  say,  that 
if  there  was  any  one  principle  more  intel- 
ligible than  another  in  that  measure,  it 
would  allow  no  interference  with  its  opera- 
tion; and  yet  ruin  stared  the  country  in 
the  face  till  interference  took  place.  This 
showed  that  it  was  founded  on  a  wrong 
principle  when  it  required  such  interference. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  determined 
to  maintain  the  principle  of  his  Act;  he  was 
unwilling  to  yield,  even  although  every  fact 
was  against  him,  for,  with  the  exception 
of  the  Bank  Directors,  all  the  other  wit- 
nesses were  opposed  to  him.  With  respect 
to  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  that 
House,  it  was  right  that  the  public  should 
know  that  the  numbers  in  its  favour  would 
have  stood  exactly  twelve  to  twelve  but  for 
the  accidental  absence  of  two  Members;  and 
taking  this  fact  in  connexion  with  the 
bearing  of  the  evidence,  it  could  hardly  be 
expected  that  the  public  could  have  much 
confidence  in  the  report.  With  respect  to 
the  Act  of  1845,  relating  to  Scotland,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  there  never  was  a 
more  uncalled-for  piece  of  legislation  in  the 
world.  Not  one  single  soul  in  Scotland 
was  found  to  support  it;  and  all  the  Scotch 
witnesses  who  were  examined  before  the 
Committee  spoke  of  its  bad  effects.  After 
the  best  consideration  which  he  could  give 
the  subject,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  confess 
his  belief  that  the  measure  from  which  so 
much  good  had  been  expected  did  really 
aggravate  the  evils  that  it  was  intended  to 
remedy,  and  he,  therefore,  was  clear  in 
the  conviction  that  it  was  quite  right  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  that 
subject. 

Mr.  HERRIES  was  satisfied,  from  the 
course  which  the  present  discussion  had 
taken,  that  he  was  justified  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Motion  which  he  had  submitted 
to  the  House,  and  he  felt  quite  confirmed 
in  the  opinion  that  the  question  could  not 
rest  where  it  now  was.  In  bringing  for- 
ward the  present  Motion,  he  wanted  to 
show  that  the  report  was  not  in  conformity 
with  the  evidence;  that  purpose  had  been 
fully  answered,  and  he  should  certainly 
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draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
question  early  in  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament. 

Motion  accordingly  negatived. 

House  counted  out,  and  at  Two  o'clock 
adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  August  23,  1848. 

MiNUTSs.]    Public  Bills.— S^  Poor  Remoral  (England 

and  Scotland). 
Reported. — Bankrupts'  Release ;  Nuisanoei  and  Contagknu 

Diseases. 
3<*  and  passed ;— Millbank  Prison ;    Commoof  Indontfe 
Act  Amendment. 

Pbtitionb  Prbbbntbo.  By  Mr.  Fortescue,  ftom  the 
Borough  of  Barnstaple,  for  an  Alteration  of  Uie  Law  re- 
specting the  Church  of  England  Clergy.— By  Sir  R.  H. 
Inglis,  firom  the  Presbytery  of  Aberdour,  against  the 
Marriage  (Scotland)  Bill. — By  Mr.  Shannan  Crawford, 
from  Members  of  the  Independent  Congregation  anem- 
bling  in  Donegal  Street,  Belfast,  for  the  Withdrawal  of 
the  Regium  Donum  Grant— By  Mr.  Disraeli,  from 
sevoral  Persons  connected  with  tlie  Mines  in  St  Austell, 
and  other  parts  of  Cornwall,  against  the  Copper  and 
Lead  Duties  Bill.— By  Mr.  Cardwell,  firom  Members  of 
the  Loyal  Harmony  Ixidge  of  the  Independent  Order  of 
Odd  Fellows,  Bury  St  Edmund's  District,  for  an  Ezten- 
sion  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Order.— By  Sir 
R.  H.  Inglis,  ttom  Members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
against  the  Diplomatic  Relations,  Court  of  Rome,  BUI. 
—From  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Great  Boughton 
Union,  Cheshire,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Lbw 
Union  Charges  Bill. 

NEAPOLITAN  AFFAIRS. 

Sir  JOHN  WALSH  said,  he  had  a  notice 
on  the  Paper  for  an  explanation  of  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  recent  ap- 
pearance of  the  fleet  under  the  command 
of  Admiral  Sir  William  Parker  in  the  Bay 
of  Naples;  hut  perhaps  the  nohle  Lord 
could  give  some  explanation  which  should 
ohviatc  the  necessity  of  his  bringing  for- 
ward that  Motion. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
reason  Admiral  Parker  was  sent  with  his 
squadron  to  Naples  was,  that  it  had  been 
stated  that  the  Neapolitan  GovemmeDt 
were  about  to  raise  a  forced  loan,  contrary 
to  existing  treaties ;  but  the  intention 
of  contracting  that  loan  was  afterwards 
abandoned.  Another  question  had,  how- 
ever, arisen  with  respect  to  the  use  of  the 
Bntish  flag  by  the  Neapolitan  navy  in 
seizing  certain  Sicilian  vessels;  and  upon 
that  subject  also  a  satisfactory  explanation 
had  been  given.  After  that  a  question 
arose  as  to  whether  certain  prisoners  had 
not  been  taken  on  board  ship,  and  there 
was  a  doubt  whether  they  were  taken  in 
the  waters  of  Corfu;  and  Admiral  Sir  Wil- 
liam Parker,  not  being  satisfied  with  the 
explanations  given,  inspected  the  log-books 
of  the  Neapolitan  captains,  and  then  wrote 
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a  letter  to  the  Lord  High  Commissioner  of 
the  Ionian  islands  upon  the  suhject.  When 
Sir  William  Parker  last  wrote  to  this^oun- 
try,  he  had  not  received  any  answer  from 
the  Lord  High  Commissioner.  He  hegged 
to  observe  that  Sir  William  Parker  was  an 
officer  of  the  greatest  prudence  and  discre- 
tion ;  and  he  thought  both  the  Government 
and  Parliament  might  fairly  trust  him  to 
take  any  future  proceedings  he  might  think 
right. 

Sir  J.  WALSH  said,  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  satisfactory;  but  he 
wished  to  put  a  further  question  to  the 
noble  Lord,  relative  to  the  existing  state 
of  things.  He  wished  to  know  whether, 
up  to  this  time,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  maintained  a  strict  neutrality  between 
the  two  contending  parties;  or  whether  Sir 
William  Parker  had  committed  any  act, 
either  towards  the  King  of  Naples  or  the 
Sicilians,  which  could  in  any  respect  make 
England  a  party  to  the  contest  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  Sir 
William  Parker  had  not  received,  nor  had 
there  gone  out  to  him,  any  instructions  for 
him  to  take  any  hostile  measure  with  re- 
gard to  either  party.  Sir  William  Parker 
had  been  sent  out  mainly  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  British  interests. 

SUPPLY— POLISH  REFUGEES. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  question  that  10,7002.  be  granted 
for  the  Polish  and  Spanish  refugees, 

Mr.  OSBORNE  opposed  the  vote. 
While  thousands  of  our  own  people  were 
starving  we  were  voting  this  money  for  the 
Poles.  The  whole  of  this  sum  of  10,0002. 
was  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  read  a  list  of  Polish  pen- 
sioners, upwards  of  twenty  in  number,  who 
kept  large  and  flourishing  shops.  One  kept 
a  tobacconist's  shop,  and  another  a  book- 
seller's shop,  and  many  of  the  wives  and 
children  of  these  men  had  pensions.  It 
was  quite  timo  such  a  vote  was  stopped. 
A  large  expense  was  incurred  in  dispensing 
these  pensions.  The  clerk  in  the  War 
Office  had  2731.  for  superintending  the 
payments.  He  should,  if  he  had  any  sup- 
port, move  that  the  vote  he  disallowed. 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  that  nothing 
was  more  popular  than  to  call  for  these 
reductions;  but  when  the  grant  under  dis- 
cussion was  minutely  investigated,  it  would 
be  found  to  be  just  and  proper.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  complained  that 
the  distribution  of  the  grant  was  subject 


to  his  (Lord  Dudley  Stuart's)  control.  His 
answer  to  that  complaint  was  simply  that 
the  grant  was  not  under  his  control  at  all. 
All  he  had  to  do  with  it  amounted  to  this  : 
that  whereas  by  the  rules  of  the  Treasury, 
when  three  Poles  were  removed  by  death 
from  the  list  of  recipients,  one  was  allowed 
to  be  substituted  in  the  room  of  the  threo 
who  had  dropped  off,  the  Treasury  had 
until  lately  permitted  him  to  recommend 
the  individual  who  was  to  be  so  substi- 
tuted. But  that  system  of  substitu- 
tion had,  in  consequence  of  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee,  been  wholly 
abolished.  It  was  true  that  for  a  period 
of  four  years  the  distribution  of  the  grant 
had  been  confided  to  the  Literary  Associa- 
tion of  the  Friends  of  Poland,  in  which  he 
(Lord  D.  Stuart)  ocqupied  a  prominent 
place.  But  it  was  more  than  ten  years 
since  the  association  had  ceased  to  distri- 
bute the  grant.  His  hon.  Friend  had  com- 
plained of  the  expense  incurred  by  the 
country  in  paying  persons  to  distribute  this 
money.  During  the  time  the  distribution 
was  confided  to  the  association  to  which 
he  (Lord  Dudley  Stuart)  belonged,  it  did 
not  cost  the  country  a  farthing.  When  he 
recollected  the  enthusiasm  with  which  the 
vote  had  originally  been  made,  and  the 
unanimity  with  which  it  had  passed  ever 
since,  he  would  not  believe  that  the  House 
of  Commons  would  do  anything  so  harsh, 
so  ungracious,  and  so  ungenerous,  as  now 
to  refuse  to  renew  it.  The  recipients  of  it 
were  men  who  had  sacrificed  everything  in 
the  defence  of  those  things  on  their  attach- 
ment to  which  Englishmen  prided  them- 
selves so  highly,  viz.,  the  liberty  and  inde- 
pendence of  their  country.  Their  cause 
was  a  just  and  righteous  one,  and  had  been 
felt  and  acknowledged  to  be  so  on  all  hands; 
and  was  as  much  so  now  as  when  the  grant 
was  first  made.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  disapprove  of  the  conduct  of  some  of 
the  Poles  in  recent  transactions  on  the  Con- 
tinent. He  (Lord  Dudley  Stuart)  should 
be  ready  to  defend,  at  least,  most  parts 
of  that  conduct  on  any  fitting  occasion;  but 
he  did  not  suppose  that  even  those  who 
might  be  most  disposed  to  censure  that 
conduct,  would  allow  it  to  influence  them  in 
dividing  on  a  vote,  intended  for  the  reHef 
of  persons  in  distress  who  had  no  hand  in 
that  conduct  which  might  be  disapproved 
of.  His  hon.  Friend  had  talked  of  economy, 
and  the  distress  of  our  own  people.  He 
was  an  advocate  for  economy.  He  had 
proved  it  by  his  votes.  It  was  by  such 
proposala  as  those  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 


435 


Supply--* 


{COMMONS} 


Pdlisk  Befugees. 


436 


Member  for  Montrose,  to  cut  down  the 
Army  and  Navy,  for  which  ho  (Lord  Dudley 
Stuart)  had  voted,  and  not  by  withholding 
a  pittance  from  brave  patriots  in  distress, 
that  economy  was  really  to  be  promoted. 
Deprive  these  unfortunate  refugees  of  their 
allowance.  Would  that  really  relieve  the 
distress  of  our  own  people  !  Would  it  give 
half  a  glass  of  beer  to  any  working  man; 
a  teaspoonful  of  tea,  or  a  pinch  of  snuff,  to 
any  poor  woman  ?  It  would  not;  but  what 
it  would  do,  would  be  to  increase  the  bur- 
dens of  the  ratepayers  in  those  localities 
which  the  refugees  inhabited;  for  if  they 
were  deprived  of  their  allowances,  they 
would  not  be  suffered  to  starve.  They 
would  not  be  sent  out  of  the  country  under 
the  Alien  Act,  which  was  not  intended  for 
any  such  purpose,  and  could  not  bo  so  ap- 
plied, even  if  Government  were  inhuman 
enough,  which  he  was  sure  no  Government 
would  be,  to  wish  so  to  use  it,  and  the 
parishes  would  by  law  bo  forced  to  support 
these  persons  in  the  shape  of  casual  poor. 
But  was  this  grant  resisted  on  the  ground 
of  principle,  and  were  they  determined  not 
to  spend  one  farthing  more  than  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  expenses  of  the 
State  ?  Then  let  them  carry  out  their  prin- 
ciple, and  do  away  with  the  paraphernalia 
of  a  Court,  with  its  heralds  and  trumpeters, 
a  master  of  buckhounds,  and  array  of  tin- 
selled courtiers.  He  thought  it  tended 
much  more  to  the  dignity  of  the  Sovereign 
and  people  of  this  country  to  maintain  a 
grant  for  the  relief  of  brave  patriots  in  dis- 
tress, than  to  keep  the  splendour  and 
empty  pageant  of  a  Court  such  as  he  had 
referred  to.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
cavilled  at  these  things,  or  who  desired  to 
introduce  into  this  country  republican  sim- 
plicity (although  he  thought  there  were 
some  expenses  which  might  very  well  be 
curtailed) — but  he  said,  let  those  who  did 
desire  it,  not  to  begin  by  withholding  the 
pittance  of  the  distressed.  Were  those  who 
complained  of  this  grant  aware  of  the  sums 
spent  yearly  on  foreigners  in  no  distress, 
on  sovereigns  and  princes  who  chose  to  pay 
a  visit  to  this  country  ?  In  the  course  of 
the  last  few  years  England  had  been  visited 
by  almost  every  crowned  head  and  royal 
prince  in  Europe.  The  Emperor  of  Rus- 
sia, King  of  Prussia,  King  of  the  French, 
King  of  Belgium,  King  of  Holland,  and 
many  other  personages,  had  all  honoured 
us  with  their  visits.  But  the  people  who 
were  fond  of  staring  and  gaping  at  these 
crowned  heads,  would  perhaps  not  be  so 
well  pleated  if  they  knew  that  they  had  to 


pay  for  their  keep  and  entertainment  whilst 
here;  yet  such  was  the-fact.  And  not  only 
that,  but  we  had  also  to  pay  for  their  ex- 
penses in  coming  and  going  from  this  coun- 
try. More  than  that— considerable  ex- 
penses were  incurred  in  moving  about  royal 
personages  on  board  our  ships  from  one 
part  of  the  world  to  another.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  examine  the  civil  contingen- 
cies, they  would  find  large  sums  expended 
for  conveying  the  King  of  Bavaria  when 
on  a  visit  to  the  King  of  Greece,  and  the 
King  of  Greece  on  a  visit  to  the  King  of 
Bavaria,  and  other  potentates  in  the  same 
way.  Yet  those  who  were  so  loud  for 
economy,  had  agreed  to  these  things  with- 
out complaint.  Many  persons  who  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  inquire  into  £iot8, 
imagined  that  England  was  the  most  ge- 
nerous, as  well  as  the  richest  country  in 
the  world.  She  had  not  shown  it  with  re- 
gard to  the  Poles;  there  was  not  a  oountrj 
on  the  Continent  enjoying  a  constitutional 
government  at  the  time  of  the  Polish  re- 
volution that  had  not  granted  large  sums 
for  the  relief  of  the  Poles.  France,  Bel- 
gium, Switzerland,  had  all  done  so.  At 
the  time  when  England  originally  granted 
10,0002.  to  the  Poles  in  England,  the 
French  Chambers  voted  no  less  a  sum  than 
2,500,000  francs  (or  100,0002.)  for  the 
Poles;  and  though  the  numbers  of  the 
Poles  had  since,  from  natural  causeny  de- 
creased there  as  well  as  here,  it  appeared 
from  a  return  he  had  procured  from  Paris, 
that  a  large  sum  had  been  annually  voted 
by  the  French,  and  that  they  had  voted 
this  year  about  1,200,000  francs.  He  did 
not  say  that  we  were  bound  to  follow  the 
example  of  France,  nor  did  he  deny  that 
the  Poles  had  stronger  claims  upon  the 
French  than  upon  this  country;  but  he 
mentioned  these  things  in  order  to  show 
that  in  making  this  grant  of  some  8,0002., 
we  were  not  committing  an  act  of  lavish 
and  unheard-of  generosity.  What,  too, 
had  been  the  practice  of  this  country? 
We  had  assisted  the  refugees  of  almost 
every  country  when  they  fled  in  dis- 
tress to  our  shores.  French,  Corsican, 
Dutch,  Spaniards,  had  all  received  our 
bounty;  and  if  we  turned  to  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Miscellaneous  Esti- 
mates, to  which  Gentlemen  were  fond  of 
referring,  we  should  find  that  in  the  begin* 
ning  of  this  century,  intead  of  8,0002.  or 
10,0001,  the  sum  voted  for  the  relief  of 
refugees  amounted  to  the  almost  incredible 
sum  of  260,0002. ;  and  in  subsequent 
years  154,0002.,  160,0002.,  <bo.,  were  the 
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Bums  voted  for  a  similar  purpose.  The 
grant  for  the  Poles  was  originally,  in 
1834,  10,000?.;  it  had  been  increased,  in 
1838,  to  15,000?.;  since  which  it  had  been 
reduced,  through  the  deaths  and  departures 
of  the  refugees,  to  8,700?.,  and  it  was  in 
rapid  progress,  according  to  the  report  of 
the  Committee,  towards  final  extinction, 
the  number  on  the  list  having,  in  1838, 
been  680,  and  being  now  reduced  to  365. 
It  must  also  be  allowed,  and  that  too  ap- 
peared from  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee,  that  the  conduct  of  the  Poles 
in  this  country  was,  with  some  few  excep- 
tions, exemplary.  They  had  been  brought 
into  their  present  unhappy  condition  by 
their  patriotism  and  their  virtue.  He  pro- 
tested against  being  supposed  indi^Terent 
to  the  distress  of  his  own  countrymen; 
but  this  grant  did  not  aggravate  that  dis- 
tress; the  refusal  of  it  would  in  no  degree 
alleviate  it.  He  therefore  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  his  opposition 
to  it. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  until  he  had 
heard  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
had  some  doubt  on  the  subject  of  this 
vote;  but  he  was  now  convinced  that  there 
was  no  substantial  ground  for  the  vote, 
for  if  there  had  been  any,  the  noble  Lord 
would  have  stated  it.  When  these  people 
first  come  to  this  country,  there  was  a  very 
universal  feeling  that  some  relief  of  a 
temporary  nature  should  be  given  them ;  but 
that  was  a  very  diflferent  matter  from  the 
present  proposition.  The  noble  Lord  had 
failed  to  show,  first,  that  these  parties  were 
unable  by  ordinary  skill  and  industry  to 
support  themselves;  and,  secondly,  that 
they  had  not  had  opportunities  during  a 
long  period  of  years  to  return  to  their  own 
country.  If  they  could  have  gone  home, 
they  had  no  business  to  remain  here  at  the 
charge  of  the  industrious  people  of  this 
country.  There  were  many  Englishmen 
in  trade  almost  unable  to  get  a  living,  who 
would  be  very  glad  to  receive,  like  some  of 
these  parties,  a  pension  to  assist  them. 
Unless  he  heard  from  the  Government  that 
it  was  their  determination  to  put  an  end  to 
this  system,  he  should  lend  his  aid  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rid  of  the  grant. 

Mr.  bright  said,  it  appeared  from 
the  debates  of  the  time  when  this  vote  was 
first  granted,  that  it  was  only  brought  for- 
ward as  a  temporary  one;  and  there  was 
no  doubt  that  if  there  were  no  vote  these 
persons  would  seek  a  living  by  employment. 
He  found  that  one  Pole  on  the  list  had  ac- 
tually resigned.     Ho  thought  that  if  this 


Pole  were  to  present  himself  before  tho 
House  of  Commons  the  House  would  really 
reward  him  for  his  magnanimity.  The 
fact  was,  that  John  Bull  was  considered  a 
great  milch  cow,  for  everybody  to  draw 
from.  These  suras  were  extracted  from 
the  taxes  of  the  country  at  a  time  when 
so  many  of  the  Queen's  subjects,  much 
more  deserving  of  the  consideration  of 
that  House,  were  suffering  privation. 
Without  striking  off  the  vote  on  this  occa- 
sion, he  hoped  that  a  pledge  would  bo 
given  that  this  should  be  the  last,  or  the 
last  but  one,  offered  to  the  House  for  this 
purpose. 

Mr.  HUME  gave  credit  to  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  D.  Stuart)  for  humane  feelings; 
but  he  thought  it  time  that  some  stop 
should  be  put  to  this  system,  especially  as 
former  debates  showed  that  the  vote  wad 
only  proposed  as  a  temporary  one.  If^ 
however,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Osborne) 
received  a  pledge  from  the  Government 
that  they  would  revise  these  pensions,  he 
would  advise  him  not  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  though  this  vote  was 
proposed  as  a  temporary  one,  it  had  never- 
theless been  continued  from  time  to  time, 
not  only  with  the  full  consent  and  concur- 
rence of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  the 
House  had  in  one  year  actually  pressed  on 
the  Government  the  increase  ojf  the  vote 
from  10,000^.  to  15,000^.  Under  these 
circumstances,  they  ought  not  to  deal  very 
lightly  or  summarily  with  the  vote.  The 
recommendation  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  Miscellaneous  Estimates,  not  to  add 
further  persons  to  the  list  of  pensioners, 
would  be  carried  out  by  the  Treasury.  In 
some  cases,  where  parties  had  received 
this  allowance  for  many  years,  they  might, 
in  consequence  of  old  age  and  infirmity, 
be  unable  to  earn  their  own  livelihood;  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  an  act  of  inhu- 
manity to  deprive  such  persons  of  this 
charitable  assistance.  He  was  ready  to 
allow  that  young  persons,  who  were  quite 
capable  of  earning  their  own  subsistence, 
and  who  had  recently  been  placed  upon 
the  list,  were  not  fit  objects  for  relief  from 
this  fund.  He  was  prepared  to  assure  the 
House  that  the  list  should  undergo  a  strict 
revision,  and  that  no  persons  who  were  not 
really  objects  of  charity  should  be  Con- 
tinued upon  it.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  Committee  would  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  continue  these  donations  to  such 
persons  as  had  received  them  for  many 
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years,  and  who  were  in  a  state  of  health 
which  precluded  them  from  gaining  their 
own  suhsistence. 

On  this  statement  the  opposition  to  the 
vote  was  withdrawn,  and  it  was  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— THE  REGIUM  DONUM. 

On  the  question  that  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing 6,669^  he  granted  for  miscellaneous 
allowances  formerly  defrayed  from  the  Civil 
List, 

Mr.  LUSHINGTON  rose  to  ohject  to 
the  first  item  in  the  vote — 1,695?.  for  Pro- 
testant Dissenting  Ministers  in  England. 
He  said  :  I  should  not  have  troubled  the 
Committee  with  the  Motion  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  had  I  not  been  impelled  to 
adopt  that  course  by  the  urgent  represen- 
tations of  several  numerous  and  influential 
bodies  of  Dissenters,  who  feel  themselves 
deeply  aggrieved  and  humiliated  by  the 
annual  imposition  of  this  grant.  Before, 
however,  proceeding  further,  I  will  take 
the  liberty  of  reminding  the  Committee  of 
the  nature  and  object  of  this  grant.  This 
grant,  usually  called  the  Regium  Donum, 
was  originally  bestowed  by  George  I.  on 
certain  poor  Dissenting  ministers,  or  their 
widows,  as  a  matter  of  charity,  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Crown ;  and  when  those  re- 
sources were  transferred  to  the  State, 
under  the  existing  arrangement  of  the  Civil 
List,  the  Regium  Donum  became  a  charge 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  has,  from 
that  time,  been  provided  for  by  an  annual 
vote  in  the  miscellaneous  estimates.  The 
amount  of  the  grant  is  1,695?.,  payable 
through  the  hands  of  nine  trustees,  of 
whom  the  treasurer  is  one,  in  equal  pro- 
portions, to  poor  ministers  of  the  three 
denominations  of  Dissenters  —  Presbyte- 
rian, Independent,  and  Baptist.  By  the 
latest  accounts,  the  recipients  were  about 
300  in  number,  the  sum  awarded  to  each 
averaging  5L  Now,  the  great  bulk  of 
these  Dissenters,  especially  the  Indepen- 
dents and  Baptists,  object  to  this  grant, 
as  subversive  of  the  voluntary  principle, 
which  they  reverence,  as  degrading  to 
their  character  for  consistency,  and  offen- 
sive to  their  views  of  moral  and  religious 
obligation.  These  objections  have  fre- 
quently been  embodied  in  petitions  to  this 
House,  renouncing  the  grant  as  uncalled- 
for,  impolitic,  and  unjust;  and  petitions  to 
the  above  effect  have  been  presented  thig 
Session  from  the  Committee  of  Deputies 
of  the  several  congregations  of  Protestant 
Dissenters  of  the  three  denominations — 
Presbyterian,  Independent,   and  Baptist, 


in  and  within  twelve  miles  of  London,  ap- 
pointed to  protect  their  civil  rights;  the 
Board  of  Congregational  Ministers,  resid- 
ing in  and  about  the  cities  of  London  and 
Westminster;  the  general  body  of  Protes- 
tant Dissenting  ministers  of  the  three  de- 
nominations, residing  in  the  same  locality; 
from  the  Baptist  Board,  representing  above 
a  thousand  churches;  and  other  numerous 
and  influential  bodies.  These  petitions 
convey  the  remonstrances  of  between  4,000 
and  5,000  ministers  and  their  congrega- 
tions, far  exceeding  1,000,000  of  persons. 
So  great,  indeed,  is  their  repugnance  to 
this  oppressive  act  of  State  benevolence, 
that  many  of  these  Dissenters  have  ex- 
pressed their  willingness,  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  abandon  the  grant,  to  make  up 
the  amount  by  voluntary  contribtftion.  AU 
that  the  immense  majority  of  the  Dissen- 
ters ask,  is  to  be  relieved  from  the  burden 
and  disgrace  of  receiving  the  eleemosynary 
benefactions  of  the  State,  either  for  chari- 
table or  religious  purposes,  in  the  person 
of  some  of  their  ministers,  simply  because 
they  are  needy.  No  doubt,  at  first  sight, 
these  assertions  appear  utterly  at  variance 
with  the  ^evidence  produced  before  the 
Committee  on  these  estimates.  But  who 
was  the  witness  on  whose  sole  testimony 
the  Committee  and  the  Government  have 
formed  their  resolution  to  recommend  the 
continuance  of  this  grant  to  its  present 
number  of  recipients  ?  Why,  Dr.  Rees, 
the  treasurer  of  the  fund,  who  has  the 
principal  patronage  of  its  distribution !  He 
has  affirmed  that  the  acceptance  of  the 
grant  is  agreeable  to  the  generality  of  the 
**  denominations.'*  Now,  though  I  believe 
Dr.  Rees  to  be  a  most  respectable  gentle- 
man, yet  I  deny  his  affirmations  on  the 
part  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Dissenters; 
and  pronounce  his  evidence  to  be  rash, 
fallacious,  and  unfounded  in  fact.  The 
Committee  may  judge  from  the  following 
passages.     Dr.  Rees  is  asked  : — 

"7538.  Chairman  :  Generally  speaking,  I  un- 
derstand from  your  evidence  you  consider  that 
this  distribution  gives  satisfaction? — I  am  sure 
the  withholding  of  it  would  bo  considered  a  yery 
great  calamity.  I  have  reason  to  know  that  from 
very  painful  representations  which  are  continually 
coming  into  my  hands. 

"7639.  From  your  experience,  you  conceive 
the  applications  are  so  numerous  as  to  show  there 
is  no  indisposition  on  the  part  of  the  Dissenting 
clergy  to  receive  it  ? — Quite  so  ;  I  have  received 
repeated  applications  on  the  subject,  expressive 
of  tho  fears  of  the  parties  that  it  might  be  with- 
drawn. 

*•  7540.  Is  that  lately  ?— It  has  been  of  late 
years  ;  there  has  been  no  discussion  very  lately 
to  occasion  such  communications." 
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The  petitions  to  which   I   have   referred 
contradict  these    preposterous    assertions 
point  hiank;  and  in  a  paper  widely  circu- 
lated hjr  the  Dissenters,  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand,  it  is  notorious  that  the  great 
hodies  of  Dissenters  of  the  three  denomi- 
nations protested  eleven  times  hetween  the 
years  1837  and  1847  in  puhlic  and  solemn 
assemblage,  against  this  degrading  benevo- 
lence.    Yet  Dr.  Rees,   according   to  his 
evidence,   unscrupulously    declares    there 
has  been  no  discussion  very  lately  regard- 
ing the  indisposition   on  the  part  of  the 
Dissenting   clergy   to   receive   the  grant. 
But  it  remains  to  be  explained  why  the 
Committee   took  only   one   witness   noto- 
riously and  personally   interested   in   the 
continuance   of    the   grant,    and   did  not 
summon  a  single  witness  likely  to  belie 
his  testimony,  and  prove  that  to  the  bulk 
of  the  Congregational  Dissenters  this  grant 
is  hateful  and  obnoxious.     And  yet  it  is 
unscrupulously  averred  that  it  gives  great 
satisfaction,  not  to  the  recipients  alone,  nor 
to  their  congregations  only,  but  to  the  de- 
nominations to  which  they  belong.     Now, 
who  are  the  men  on  whom  this  contumely 
is  affixed,  whose  honour  and  respectability 
are  tainted  by  this  annual  infliction  ?  Why, 
men  who  have  built  4,681  places  of  wor- 
ship in  England  and  Wales,  the  ministers 
of  which  they  maintain  by  voluntary  sti- 
pends— who  possess    and    support  fifteen 
theological  colleges — who  contribute  most 
generously  to  the  encouragement  of  mis- 
sions and  to  the  diffusion  of  education — 
who    are  among   the   foremost   in   every 
good  work — who  are  most  rarely,  even  the 
humblest  among  them,    presented  before 
the  judgment  seat  as  criminals — who  have 
the  privilege  of  approaching  Royalty  with 
their  addresses — and  to  whose  ancestors 
we  are  mainly  indebted  for  that  full  mea- 
sure of  liberty  which  it  is  our  happiness  to 
enjoy.     It  is  on  behalf  of  these  most  meri- 
torious members  of  the  community  that  I 
implore  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
Committee   to   relinquish   this   oppressive 
practice  of  annually  tempting  certain  needy 
though  respectable  persons  to  accept  a  pal- 
try donative,  to  the  debasement  of  their 
social  condition,  by  the  virtual  infraction 
of  their  implied  engagements,  by  the  com- 
promise of  their  principles,   and  at  the  sa- 
crifice of  their   conscientious  convictions. 
So  much  in  humble  and  imperfect  advo- 
cacy of  the  wishes  of  the  Dissenters.     But 
I  very   much  question  the  right   of  Her 
Majesty's   Ministers  to  throw  away  even 
this  small  sum  of  the  public  money  on 


these  hesitating  recipients,  whose  poverty, 
not  their  will,  incites  them  to  accept  it, 
especially  too,  when  the  grant  can,  in  all 
probability,  as  intimated  in  the  paper 
which  I  have  quoted,  be  provided  for  by 
annual  association.  For  all  these  reasons 
I  now  move  that  this  vote  for  the  payment 
of  the  Regium  Donum  be  disallowed.  Sir, 
this  is  not  a  party  question.  It  is  not  a 
dispute  between  Whig  and  Tory.  It  is 
not  a  controversy  between  Churchmen  and 
Nonconformists.  The  simple  case  is,  whe- 
ther Parliament  will  continue  to  brand  the 
universal  body  of  Dissenters  of  the  three 
denominations  with  the  mark  and  stigma 
of  mendicancy,  by  inducing  a  small  num- 
ber of  their  ministers  to  palter  with  their 
consciences  by  annually  accepting  this 
miserable  dole  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving,  that  the  charge  of 
1,695^  for  Protestant  Dissenting  minis- 
ters in  England  be  struck  out,  aud  the  vote 
reduced  to  4,974^. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  this  ques- 
tion  stood  in  an  unparalleled  position. 
Here  was  a  gift  of  money  protested  against 
as  "  an  oppressive  act  of  benevolence." 
There  were  some  men,  and  some  women, 
who  would  take  any  thing  they  could  get ; 
but  the  majority  protested  against  taking 
their  practice  for  the  rule.  And  the  same 
persons  who  protested  against  the  oppres- 
sive act  of  benevolence  in  the  shape  of 
Begium  Donum,  were  found  protesting 
against  an  oppressive  act  of  benevolence  iu 
the  shape  of  church-rates.  What  then 
so  simple,  as  to  truck  one  act  against  the 
other,  and  let  the  Dissenters  alone  alto- 
gether ?  He  knew  there  were  those  who 
denied  that  church-rates  were  any  loss  to 
Dissenters,  on  the  ground  that  their  estates 
were  bought  and  sold  for  a  lower  price  in 
consequence.  He  thought  this  was  the 
very  reason  why  they  were  damaged  ;  and 
he  only  wished  all  the  landed  estates  in 
the  country,  collegiate  and  ecclesiastical 
included,  were  subjected  to  a  tax  of  5  or 
of  1  per  cent,  for  long  enojigh,  to  try  what 
the  owners  would  say  to  this  argument. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  this  was  a  grant  to  a 
number  of  Protestant  Dissenting  ministers, 
and  that  though  hon.  Members  came  down 
and  said  that  they  thought  it  degrading, 
and  were  very  reluctant  to  receive  it,  and 
had  rather  not  receive  it,  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  not  themselves  the  persons  who 
received  it ;  they  gave  it  up  on  behalf  of 
others,  and  apparently  without  authority. 
This  was  a  sum  which  had  been  granted 
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since  the  reign  of  George  I.,  as  a  matter 
of  charity  to  poor  Dissenting  ministers; 
and,  until  a  few  years  ago,  he  believed 
this  assistance  was  gratefully  received  by 
the  whole  body.  Dr.  Rees  was  examined 
before  the  Committee  which  had  been  sit- 
ting, and  was  asked — 

*<  Are  these  sums  much  sought  for  ?  " 
He  answered — 

"  Very  much  ;  we  have  a  great  many  more  ap- 
plications than  wo  are  able  to  meet." 

That  did  not  look  like  that  extreme  reluc- 
tance, or  even  hesitation,  with  which  this 
grant  had  been  said  to  be  taken.  If  the 
parties  receiving  this  sum  did  not  wish  to 
receive  it — if  their  congregations  made  it 
up  by  their  contributions,  the  Treasury 
would  find  that  it  was  not  required;  but  in- 
stead of  that,  here  were  applicants  urgently 
asking  for  it.  It  was  divided  among  various 
ministers  of  the  three  denominations,  and 
Dr.  Rees  stated  that  there  had  been  in  the 
course  of  three  years  166  grants  to  Pres- 
byterian ministers,  443  to  Independent,  and 
461  to  Baptist;  so  that  all  the  three  deno- 
minations had  taken  the  grant,  the  shares 
varying  because  their  numbers  varied. 
The  reason  why  this  opposition  was  made, 
was  explained  in  a  subsequent  part  of  Dr. 
Rces's  evidence.  Very  respectable,  and 
indeed  eminent  men  among  the  Dissenters 
undertook  the  distribution  of  the  grant — 
Dr.  Roes,  Dr.  Pye  Smith,  Mr.  Clayton; 
three  men  could  not  be  named  more  en- 
titled to  respect  for  their  learning  and  ac- 
quirements, and  for  their  character  for 
piety  and  intelligence ;  and  they  enter- 
tained no  such  objection  to  this  grant. 
But  other  gentlemen,  for  whom  he  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  had  a  very  great  respect  like- 
wise, had  set  up  what  they  called  an  Anti- 
State  Church  Association,  their  object 
being  that  the  State  should  not  make  or 
authorise  any  grants  or  endowments  by 
which  religion  might  bo  at  all  supported; 
and  a  gentleman  whom  he  very  much  re- 
spected. Dr.  Cox,  seceded  from  the  body 
who  distributed  this  grant,  on  this  ground, 
thinking  it  inconsistent  with  the  assertion 
of  the  general  principle,  that  all  church 
establishments  should  be  destroyed,  and  no 
public  money  granted  for  the  support  of 
religion.  That  seemed  to  him  a  very  in- 
suiiicient  ground  for  refusing  what,  as  a 
matter  of  charity,  appeared  to  be  very  ac- 
ceptable to  those  who  received  it;  and,  in- 
deed, he  thought  it  was  not  the  proper 
way  of  raising  so  great  a  question.  If 
church  establishments  were  objected  to,  or 
even  church  rates,  the  question  could  be 


brought  forward  by  itself;   but  a  paltrj  ' 
grant  of  this  kind  was  not  the  proper  oc- 
casion for  raising  it. 

Mr.  W.  J.  FOX  apprehended  that  the 
only  reason  why  the  grant  had  not  ceased 
in  consequence  of  no  application  being 
made  to  the  Treasury  for  it,  was  that  the 
distribution  of  it  was  not  in  the  least  under 
the  control  of  the  body,  some  of  whose 
ministers  received  it.  One  gentleman. 
Dr.  Rees,  was  selected  by  the  Treasury, 
and  he  nominated  othei's,  who  formed  with 
him  a  board  utterly  irresponsible  to  any 
body,  clerical  or  lay,  connected  with  the 
Dissenting  interest ;  they  had  no  auditors 
but  themselves;  they  were  men  of  unques- 
tionable character,  but  they  were  in  a 
minority  in  their  communities.  Each  of 
the  three  denominations  concerned  had 
offered  to  contribute  the  money  its  minis* 
tcrs  received  from  the  grant;  but  the  an* 
swer  of  the  trustees  had  been,  *'  If  you 
will  raise  a  sum,  the  interest  of  which  will 
pay  this  grant  permanently,  we  will  then 
consent  to  cease  to  apply  to  the  Treasury 
for  it."  That  had  been  thought  unfair 
and  unreasonable.  The  Dissenters  bad 
offered  again  and  again  to  raise  the 
amount.  [Lord  J.  Russell:  For  one 
year  you  mean.]  'It  would  be  raised  an- 
nually; they  were  never  backward  in  their 
benevolent  subscriptions. 

Mr.  KERSHAW  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  quite  wrong  in  supposing  that 
the  opposition  to  this  grant  originated  with 
the  Anti-State  Church  Association;  for, 
on  the  contrary  the  Eegium  Donum  had 
been  repeatedly  protested  against  long  be- 
fore that  body  was  in  existence.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  resolution,  adopted 
in  January,  1834,  by  the  united  Com- 
mittee of  the  three  denominations,  in  which 
;  the  reception  of  this  grant  was  declared  to 
I  be  inconsistent  with  the  principles  of  Pro- 
testant Dissent.  It  was  also  stated,  in  a 
paper  which  had  been  widely  circulated  by 
Dissenters,  that — 

**  On  tliis  subject,  Dissenters  of  every  name 
have  expressed  their  unanimous  opinion.  The 
Ministers  of  the  three  denominations,  comointly 
and  se{)arately  ;  the  Congregational  and  Baptist 
Unions,  the  Dissenting  deputies  of  the  three  de- 
nominations, the  recent  Conferences — ^to  say  no- 
thing of  county  associations,  and  various  local 
gatherings  of  Dissenting  piety  and  intelligenoe — 
have,  without  one  exception,  joined  to  denounce 
all  grants  of  public  money  in  support  of  religion, 
and  this  grant  in  particular.  On  these  occasions, 
no  hand  lias  ever  yet  been  stretched  out  to  arrest 
the  broad  seal  of  infamy  which  all  liave  agreed 
that  it  deserves." 

They  objected  to  the  grant  on  principle,  as 
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derogatory  to  their  character;  more  espe- 
cially as  there  were  other  funds  helonging 
to  each  denomination  appropriated  to  the 
relief  of  poor  ministers.  Why,  he  helieved 
that  the  Independents  of  Lancashire  alone 
raised  more  than  the  whole  amount  of  the 
grant  ^  for  that  very  pm^se,  while  the 
Baptists  in  this  country  also  raised  ahout 
1,300^;  hoth  denominations  doing  this,  in 
addition  to  the  huilding  of  their  chapels 
and  schools  and  the  support  of  their  min- 
isters, as  well  as  their  various  institutions. 
Even  the  Welsh  Dissenters,  who  were  said 
to  receive  the  largest  portion  of  this  grant, 
generously  contrihuted  a  larger  sum  than 
its  entire  amount  to  the  London  Missionary 
Society  alone.  He  was  not  authorised  by 
the  Dissenting  body  to  make  such  an  offer, 
yet  such  was  his  confidence  in  them  in  this 
respect,  that  if  the  Government  would  con- 
sent to  wipe  out  this  sum  from  the  esti- 
mates, he  would,  in  conjunction  with  an- 
other hon.  Member,  guarantee  that  the  en- 
tire amount  should  be  raised  by  voluntary 
subscriptions.  In  the  name  of  the  Baptists, 
of  the  Independents,  and  of  the  Unitarians 
of  this  country,  he  protested  against  the 
grant;  and  he  entreated  the  noble  Lord  to 
accept  of  the  offer  ho  had  made,  and  to 
relieve  the  Dissenting  body  from  that 
which  they  regarded  as  a  degradation  and 
an  insult. 

Mr.  GEORGE  THOMPSON  said:  Sir, 
the  noble  Lord  has  informed  the  House 
that  this  grant  has  a  claim  upon  our  con- 
sideration, in  consequence  of  its  being  120 
years  old.  Well,  Sir,  if  I  am  not  mistaken, 
its  origin  was  somewhat  as  follows  : — That 
celebrated  Minister,  Sir  Robert  Walpole, 
when  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  1723, 
was  extremely  desirous,  in  a  certain  state 
of  public  affairs,  to  conciliate  the  support, 
to  some  extent,  of  the  Dissenters  of  this 
kingdom;  and  we  find  him,  upon  a  certain 
day,  closeted  with  some  of  the  leading  Dis- 
senting ministers  of  this  country,  and  pro- 
mising, if  they  would  support  him  and  his 
Administration,  he  would  at  some  future 
time — not  that  year,  but  perhaps  the  next 
— propose  some  measure  for  their  exemp- 
tion from  the  operation  of  certain  penal 
statutes  against  them.  The  next  thing  we 
find  with  regard  to  the  origin  of  this  grant 
is,  that  a  surgeon  receives  500^.  sterling 
money.  It  is  paid  to  him  as  a  surgeon, 
and  without  any  knowledge  on  the  part  of 
those  who  cashed  the  Treasury  warrant,  of 
the  purpose  to  which  it  was  to  be  applied. 
We  next  find  another  of  the  Minister's 
agents  closeted  with  aino  DiBsenting  Minis* 


ters,  representing  the  Presbyterian,  Bap- 
tist, and  Independent  bodies.  They  re- 
ceive amongst  them  the  5001,  which  has 
been  paid  from  the  Treasury,  and  are  told 
it  proceeds  from  the  Royal  bounty,  and 
they  become  the  distributors  of  that  500U 
among  their  brethren.  This,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken,  is  the  origin  of  the  Begium  Do- 
num,  which  I  am  extremely  happy  is  now 
under  the  oognisance  and  control  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  enabling  us  to  discuss 
the  question,  whether  this  Committee  will 
vindicate  certain  religious  bodies  from  a 
reproach,  cast  not  only  on  their  principles 
as  Dissenters,  but  upon  their  benevolence 
and  liberality  as  men  and  as  Christians. 
This  Committee  will,  I  trust,  vindicate  the 
Nonconformists  of  Great  Britain  from  the 
unjust  imputation  which  is  thus  cast  upon 
them.  Sir,  I  differ  from  my  hon.  Friend 
who  has  moved  this  Amendment,  in  the 
view  which  he  has  taken  of  this  grant  in 
connexion  with  the  great  question  of  the 
union  of  Church  and  State.  I  regard  the 
grant  itself,  abstractedly  considered,  in  the 
same  light  as  the  noble  Lord,  who  has 
called  it  **  a  paltry  grant;  "  but,  although 
the  sum  be  small,  the  principle  involved  in 
our  vote  respecting  it  is  very  important. 
It  is  upon  that  principle,  chiefly,  that  I  in- 
dividually oppose  this  grant;  namely,  that 
it  is  a  recognition  of  the  right  of  this  House 
to  vote  from  the  public  Treasury  certain 
sums  for  ecclesiastical  purposes.  Sir,  I  have 
been  confirmed  by  what  I  have  witnessed 
in  this  House,  since  I  have  been  a  Member 
of  it,  in  the  impression  which  I  had  re- 
ceived before  I  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
it,  that  the  introduction  into  it,  whether 
by  the  proposal  of  grants  of  money  or 
otherwise,  of  religious  questions,  is  the 
great  impediment  to  legislation,  and  the 
principal  cause  of  the  protracted  and  acri- 
monious debates  that  arise  upon  the  floor 
of  this  Assembly.  But,  Sir,  waiving  the 
principle  altogether,  the  grant  itself  is 
such  as  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  cannot,  candidly  speaking,  de- 
feud.  Does  he  vindicate  it  because  it  is  a 
grant  to  those  ministers  whose  congrega- 
tions are  unable,  out  of  their  own  inde- 
pendent resources,  to  support  them  ?  Well, 
then,  I  say  that,  viewed  in  that  light  the 
grant  is  most  insignificant,  and  unworthy 
of  this  House.  It  merely  gives  about  5l» 
a  year  to  some  350  men,  and  places  at  the 
disposal  of  nine  gentlemen  about  ISOl. 
each,  to  be  distributed  by  them  in  their 
uncontrolled  discretion  to  whomsoever  they 
may  please,  to  anybody  whom  thej  zaaj 
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think  stands  in  need  of  this  **  paltry  sum,*' 
to  make  up  the  deficiency  in  their  incomes. 
Sir,  I  do  not  impugn  either  the  judgment, 
the  impartiaHty,  or  the  piety  of  the  distri- 
butors of  this  grant.  The  names  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  mentioned  as  being 
among  the  distributors  are  the  names  of 
meu  worthy  of  the  highest  respect;  they 
are  men  in  whom  I  would  place  as  much 
confidence  as  in  any  men  whatever ;  but, 
if  upon  no  other  ground,  I  should  object 
to  this  grant  as  being  a  grant  of  money 
voted  by  this  Ilouse  to  be  distributed  se- 
cretly. All  other  recipients  of  the  public 
or  Royal  bounty  are  known.  The  pauper 
tradesman  must  expose  himself  before  poor- 
law  guardians;  men  who  rank  highest  in 
the  walks  of  literature,  art,  and  science, 
reduced  in  their  old  age  to  circumstances 
of  indigence,  are  not  permitted  to  receive 
the  Queen's  bounty  without  having  their 
names  recorded  from  year  to  year,  and  the 
amount  which  they  receive  being  placed 
upon  the  table  of  this  House.  But  here 
we  have  men  secretly  receiving  money  from 
the  public,  to  whom  it  would  be  no  reproach 
to  enjoy  the  Royal  bounty  if  their  own  re- 
ligious body  could  conscientiously  sanction 
the  grant.  I  must  say  that  it  is  putting 
a  petty  patronage  into  the  hands  of  nine 
gentlemen,  which,  I  am  surprised,  they  do 
not  throw  up  at  once.  But  look  at  this 
1,695^.  If  you  give  this  money  upon  the 
principle,  that  where  a  Dissenting  congre- 
gation is  not  able  to  raise  an  income  ade- 
quate to  the  wants  and  necessities  of  the 
minister,  this  grant  is  to  be  brought  in  aid 
of  his  necessities,  then,  I  say,  it  is  a  most 
partial  and  niggardly  grant.  If  there  are 
ministers  in  Wales,  for  example,  who  have 
an  income  which  does  not  average  50^.  a 
year,  why  should  some  few  of  those  min- 
isters, who  have  friends  at  Court,  or  who 
happen  to  be  personally  known  to  some 
of  these  distributors,  or  who  is  fortunate 
enough  to  draw  a  prize  in  the  lottery,  why 
should  they  receive  this  money,  and  their 
brethren,  not  less  worthy,  and  it  may  be 
more  necessitous,  be  left  without  it  ?  If 
you  can  justly  grant  a  sum  of  money  for 
a  purpose  like  this,  then  let  us  know  who 
they  are  that  obtain  it,  in  order  that  we 
may  be  satisfied  that  the  state  of  their  cir- 
cumstances requires  such  assistance;  and 
let  us  know  the  names  of  all  who  require 
Buch  aid.  Let  us  know  the  congregations 
which  will  not  or  cannot  support  their 
ministers.  Let  these  ministers  not  be 
afraid — performing,  as  they  do,  sacred 
duties — to  have  it  published  to  the  world; 


that,  notwithstanding  all  their  labours  and 
self-denial,  they  are  still  in  circumstances 
of  indigence.  They  will  then  have  a  fair 
claim  to  the  impartial  distribution  of  the 
Royal  bounty  which  is  annually  voted  in 
this  House;  but,  as  it  is,  the  thing  is  done 
secretly;  and  while  I  admit  that  private 
charity  cannot  be  too  unostentatiously  dis- 
pensed, I,  at  the  same  time,  contend,  that 
all  public  charities — all  money  voted  out  of 
the  taxes  levied  from  the  people — should 
be  given  to  individuals  whose  names  we 
know,  whose  residences  we  know,  whose 
characters  we  can  scrutinise,  and  whose 
necessities  we  can  inquire  into.  If  thej 
are  not  ashamed  to  receive  this  bounty, 
they  ought  not  to  be  ashamed  to  have  it 
known  that  it  is  participated  in  by  them. 
Sir,  I  do  not  wonder  that  the  Dissenters  of 
this  country  should,  from  year  to  year, 
meet  for  the  purpose  of  entering  their  pro- 
test against  this  grant.  Take  these  va- 
rious bodies  as  they  stand,  and  which  of 
them  requires  this  boon  from  Government  ? 
The  Presbyterians  do  not  want  it,  for  ihey 
are  amongst  the  wealthiest  of  the  Dissent- 
ing bodies  of  this  country.  To  them  the 
grant  is  a  greater  insult,  compared  with 
their  circumstances,  than  it  is  to  the  other 
bodies.  So  independent  are  they  of  the 
grant,  that  the  larger  portion  of  the  money 
which  is  assigned  to  the  Presbyterian  dia- 
tributors,  is  given  by  them  to  ministers  of 
the  other  two  denominations.  The  Bap- 
tists do  not  want  it,  neither  do  the  Inde- 
pendents require  it,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stockport  has  just  stated. 
Sir,  I  call  upon  the  House  to  attend  to 
the  suggestion  of  my  Friend.  Give  fairly 
into  the  hands  of  my  hon.  Friend,  or  a 
Committee  that  shall  be  appointed  for  the 
purpose,  the  names  of  the  present  recipi- 
ents, and  they  will  institute,  in  the  several 
counties  of  England  and  Wales,  a  fair  and 
Christian-like  inquiry  into  the  wants  and 
necessities  of  these  ministers.  These  minis- 
ters have  their  appeal,  first  to  the  sympa- 
thies of  their  own  congregations,  and  the 
chui*ches  formed  in  those  congregations, 
next  to  the  sympathy  of  their  own  denomi- 
nation, and  they  will  have,  besides,  the 
sympathy  of  the  Christian  world  at  large; 
and  I  feel  confident  a  sum  will  be  raised 
for  their  necessities  larger  than  that  which 
they  secretly  receive  from  this  grant.  I 
have  been  looking  into  a  volume,  which 
will  be  found  in  the  library — the  life  of  the 
late  Dr.  Calamy,  by  himself.  There  is  in 
it  an  account  of  a  wealthy  knight,  can- 
vassing in  Wales  for  a  seat  in  Parliament. 
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In  the  course  of  his  canvass,  he  called  upon 
a  distinguished  Dissenting  minister,  Dr. 
Price,  to  solicit  his  vote.  He  said  to  him, 
**  If  you  will  favour  me  with  your  vote  at 
the  approaching  contest,  I  will  use  my  in- 
terest to  procure  for  you  the  disposal  of  the 
Begium  l)onum  amongst  your  hrethren." 
The  Welsh  minister  immediately  repudi- 
ated the  offer,  and  said,  that  he  deplored 
the  day  when  this  Begium  Donum  was  first 
granted;  that  he  would  not  be  amongst 
those  who  became  the  slaves  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  by  the  distribution  or  re- 
ceipt of  any  such  eleemosynary  assistance. 
Then,  what  is  the  effect  of  this  grant  upon 
Dissenters  generally  ?  Why,  they  know 
not  who  are  the  recipients  of  it,  but  they 
are  aware  that  there  are  some  350  minis- 
ters who  annually  receive  donations  out  of 
this  grant.  They  cannot  account  for  the 
silence  and  apathy  of  certain  ministers 
upon  great  and  important  religious  prin- 
ciples. Why,  not  one  of  the  ministers 
who  receive  this  "money  can  come  forward, 
in  an  open  and  manly  manner,  to  advocate 
the  great  and  sacred  cause  of  Nonconfor- 
mity. At  all  events,  if  he  did,  he  would 
be  acting  inconsistently,  and  condemning 
by  what  he  said  the  system  from  which  he 
derived  advantage.  I  do  trust  the  House 
will  look  on  this  matter  in  its  proper  light, 
and  refuse  this  grant  from  this  time  forth. 
I  do  hope  that  they  will  pay  respect  to  the 
representations  of  the  5,000  ministers  who 
have  spoken  to-day  through  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Westminster,  and 
at  once  put  an  end  to  this  compulsory  dis- 
grace upon  the  Dissenting  churches,  who 
are  ready  to  give  every  farthing  of  this 
amount,  or,  if  requisite,  more,  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  these  poor  ministers.  Pay  to 
their  liberality,  if  not  to  their  principles,  the 
compliment  of  blotting  this  vote  out  of 
these  estimates,  and  I  will  venture  to  say, 
that  not  only  the  wants  of  the  present  re- 
cipients of  the  Begium  Donumy  but  many 
others,  will  be  well  cared  for  when  the 
Dissenters  are  thus  fairly  dealt  with.  No 
man  who  now  receives  money  secretly  from 
this  fund,  would,  by  casting  himself  upon 
the  care  of  his  brethren,  find  himself  des- 
titute of  sympathy  and  assistance  if  really 
worthy  of  them.  I  must,  therefore,  pro- 
test against  this  grant:  first,  on  account  of 
its  being  connected  with  a  system  which  I 
hold  to  be  as  adverse  to  true  religion,  as  it 
is  injurious  to  the  legislation  of  this  House, 
namely,  the  support  of  religion  by  the 
State;  next,  because  it  is  not,  in  my  judg- 
ment, proper  that  monies  voted  out  of  the 
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public  funds  should  be  secretly  bestowed 
by  irresponsible  parties;  next,  because,  if  it 
be  right  to  relieve  from  such  a  source  min- 
isters who  are  in  necessitous  circumstances, 
we  ought  to  do  far  more  than  it  is  proposed 
to  do;  and,  finally,  because  I  believe  that, 
so  far  from  depriving  any  deserving  indi- 
vidual of  the  assistance  he  requires,  you 
would,  by  withdrawing  this  vote,  stimu- 
late the  Dissenting  bodies  to  do  far 
more  than  can  be  done  for  them  by  this 
small  but  degrading  grant  of  the  public 
money. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :  Sir,  I  will  trouble  the 
House  with  one  or  two  remarks  with  re- 
ference to  an  observation  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  from  which  it  would  appear 
that  he  is  disposed  to  take  the  eyidence  of 
Dr.  Rees  as  of  more  value  than  all  the 
statements  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Westminster.  Now,  there 
never  was  an  instance  in  which  a  Motion 
was  brought  forward  in  this  House  more 
entirely  in  accordance  with  the  feelings  of 
the  great  body  of  the  Dissenters  and  Dis- 
senting ministers  out  of  doors.  I  do  not 
know  this  Dr.  Rees  at  all,  nor  do  I  know 
to  what  Dissenting  denomination  he  be- 
longs; but  from  his  evidence  I  gather,  that 
he  is  a  very  illogical  pefrson,  and  one  whose 
opinions  cannot  bo  said  in  any  degree  to 
represent  the  Dissenters.  In  his  evidence 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Mis- 
cellaneous Estimates,  he  says,  that  the 
Dissenting  congregations  have  the  means 
of  knowing  which  of  their  ministers  receive 
this  money;  and  yet,  in  another  answer, 
he  says,  that  when  a  Motion  was  made  for 
a  return  of  the  names  of  the  recipients,  he 
objected  to  their  being  given;  and  the  rea- 
son he  assigned  for  so  doing  was,  that  they 
would  be  thereby  subjected  to  the  com- 
plaints of  other  parties,  who  thought  they 
were  not  acting  as  consistent  Dissenters  in 
receiving  these  sums  from  such  a  source. 
Well,  but  if  it  is  known  at  present — if  the 
congregations  are  aware  of  the  parties  by 
whom  it  is  received — the  evil  which  he 
apprehended  from  the  publication  of  the 
names  was  already  committed,  and  the 
pretext  for  opposing  the  publication  was 
destroyed.  He  states,  that  these  congre- 
gations do  not  object  to  their  ministers  re- 
ceiving the  money,  although  their  denomi- 
nations are  strongly  opposed  to  the  grant. 
That  is  the  answer  to  7,522.  As  to  Dr. 
Rees  being  a  Dissenter,  I  do  not  know 
what  pretensions  he  can  make  to  anything 
of  the  kind.  I  will  read  a  portion  of  his 
examination,  in  order  that  the  Committee 
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may  see  bow  much  his  evidence  is  worth 
as  a  Dissenter.     He  is  asked — 

**  You  do  not  consider  yourself  bound  in  the 
distribution  to  attend  to  something  approaching 
to  an  equal  distribution  among  the  localities  of 
Great  Britain  ?  " 

His  answer  is — 

**  No ;  it  would  hardly  be  just  to  do  so.  Wales 
is  peculiarly  a  Dissenting  country,  accidentally 
from  the  course  taken  in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth 
to  force  a  serrice-book  in  the  English  language 
upon  a  nation  who  did  npt  understand  a  word  of 
it." 

Now,  mark  what  he  says  in  the  last  words 
of  the  answer : — 

**  Dissent  was  created  to  a  yery  large  extent 
before  the  evil  was  perceived." 

A  pretty  Dissenter  to  be  talking  about  the 
*'  evil"  of  Dissent !  Whoever  thought  be- 
fore of  taking  the  opinion  of  a  man  who 
calls  Dissent  an  **  evil,''  as  to  what  Dis- 
senters should  do  in  a  matter  of  principle 
like  this?  [The  Attorney  General 
was  understood  to  express  his  disapproval 
of  this  construction  of  Dr.  Rees*s  words.] 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  At- 
torney General,  is  raising  a  legal  distinc- 
tion in  the  case;  but  I  say  the  meaning  of 
what  he  says  is  clear  from  the  words  of 
the  answer,  that  **  Dissent  was  created 
before  the  evil  was  discovered;  "  that  is, 
before  the  evil  of  dissent  was  discovered  to 
be  the  result  of  the  proceedings  to  which 
he  refers."  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stockport  has  placed  this  question  upon 
a  somewhat  new  footing  in  this  House.  I 
think  I  need  not  inform  the  House  that 
that  hon.  Gentleman  occupies  a  high  posi- 
tion among  the  Congregational  body  in 
this  country.  That  from  his  station,  cha- 
racter, and  pecuniary  means — with  the 
power  which  he  possesses  to  influence  those 
with  whom  he  is  associated  in  religious 
connexion — I  can  state  that  there  is  no- 
thing which  he  has  engaged  to  do  in  the 
event  of  this  grant  being  rejected  by  this 
House,  which  he  cannot  successfully  per- 
form. I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
whatever  that  he  will  do  everything  he  has 
promised.  I  have  so  much  confidence  in 
him,  that  if  he  drew  a  bill  for  the  amount, 
I  should  be  exceedingly  willing  to  place 
my  name  at  the  back  of  it.  I  am  quite 
certain  that  all  he  has  promised  in  this  re- 
spect he  can  perform.  But  the  noble  Lord 
has  rathei  lot  the  cat  out  of  the  bag.  He 
says,  that  the  An ti- State-Church  Associa- 
tion had  something  to  do  with  this  amend- 
ment. But  this  grant  was  objected  to 
long  before  the  An ti- State  Church  Asso- 
ciation was  in  existence;  and  there  are 


some  Dissenters  now  objecting  to  it  who 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Anti-Stat^ 
Church  Association;  for  they  think — ^in 
my  opinion  yery  erroneously — that  it  is 
wrong  for  ihem,  as  religious  persons,  to 
mix  themselves  up  with  political  matters. 
Now,  I  will  tell  the  noble  Lord  what  the 
object  of  maintaining  this  grant  is;  it  is 
thought  very  desirable  that  the  great  cita- 
del, the  Established  Church,  should  have 
for  its  support  certain  buttresses  or  out- 
works. One  of  these  buttresses  is  the 
36,0002.  a  year  paid  to  the  Presbyterians 
in  the  north  of  Ireland;  another  is  the 
1,7002.  a  year  paid  to  poor  Protestant 
ministers  in  England;  and  another  propo- 
sition has  recently  been  talked  of  for  the 
formation  of  another  buttress,  in  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
hood of  Ireland.  It  is  thought  very  de- 
sirable that  there  should  be  a  good  num- 
ber of  these  outworks  to  defend  the  great 
citadel  when  assailed.  Now,  if  an  Estab- 
lished Church  is  a  good  thing — and  it  is 
possible  a  majority  of  persons  in  this  coun- 
try are  of  opinion  that  some  Established 
Church  should  exist — ^why,  then,  let  it 
stand  upon  its  own  merits.  That  is  a  ques- 
tion which  must  be  discussed  on  its  own 
grounds,  and  I  do  not  want  to  discuss  it 
in  connexion  with  this  question.  But  this 
is  clear,  that  the  numerous  Dissenting 
bodies  hold  a  different  opinion;  the  very 
fact  of  their  being  Dissenters  is  in  itself, 
to  a  large  extent,  a  proof  of  it.  Five 
thousand  Dissenting  ministers  most  de- 
cidedly object  to  this  grant.  It  is  a  secret 
grant.  I  believe  there  are  a  great  number 
of  persons  who  receive  this  money  who  do 
not  know  that  it  comes  from  Parliament 
at  all.  If  I  am  to  judge  from  Dr.  Rees' 
testimony,  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  a 
large  number  of  poor  ministers,  recipients 
of  this  bounty,  are  actually  unconscious  of 
the  source  from  whence  it  comes.  If  the 
practice  of  printing  the  names  of  the  poor 
ministers  participating  in  this  grant  were 
at  once  adopted,  before  another  year  was 
over  nearly  every  one  at  present  receiving 
it  would  abandon  it.  Before  I  sit  down,  I 
will  just  ask  the  noble  Lord,  if  he  will  not 
allow  the  vote  now  to  be  withdrawn,  whe- 
ther he  will  consent  to  a  return  of  all  the 
names  of  the  parties  receiving  this  grant  ? 
Because  it  is  not  fair  that  this  Megium 
Donum  should  annually  be  continued  by 
the  Government,  in  defiance  of  the  opinion 
of  the  large  body  for  whose  benefit  it  pro- 
fesses to  be  dispensed;  and  that  it  should 
be  given  in  a  manner  which  must  oausQ 
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very  great  harm  to  the  consciences  of 
those  persons,  and  great  hurt  to  an  impor- 
tant public  principle  advocated  by  them; 
and  that  it  should  be  given  in  such  a  man- 
ner that  the  influence  of  public  opinion 
cannot  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  recipi- 
ents for  the  purpose  of  removing  what  the 
Dissenting  body  consider  a  stain  and  a 
blot  upon  their  conduct.  I  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  will  consent  to  this  pro- 
position, because,  if  so,  I  personally  will 
not  object  to  the  vote  on  this  occasion,  and 
will  also  ask  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Westminster  not  to  divide  the  House 
upon  his  Amendment.  I  ask  him  if  he 
will  give  an  accurate  list  of  all  those  who 
have  received  this  money  during  the  last, 
or  who  are  intended  to  receive  it  during 
the  coming  year  ?  Because,  as  I  said  be- 
fore, if  we  had  that  list  printed,  before 
the  expiration  of  another  year,  we  should 
have  repudiations  of  the  grant  from  almost 
every  party  who  now  receives  it. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  spoke  last,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  addressed  the  House  before  him, 
object  to  this  vote  upon  the  ground  of  its 
being  a  secret  grant ;  that  is  to  say,  that 
the  names  of  the  necessitous  and  honour- 
able persons  who  receive  this  money  in 
sums  of  about  4L  and  51.  each,  are  not 
published,  in  order  that  they  may  be  held 
up  to  obloquy. 

Mr.  BRIGHT:  No,  no;  not  if  they 
are  deserving  objects.  We  propose  to  re- 
lieve them  ourselves. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  I  beg  leave  to 
say  that  I  do  not  think  that  a  vdid  objec- 
tion. It  is  objected  that  these  alms  are 
given  in  secret ;  now  I  certainly  thought 
that  alms  given  in  secret  were  far  better 
than  if  given  openly.  I  should  have  no 
objection  to  the  proposition  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  if  assured 
that  the  various  bodies  themselves  would 
guarantee  the  amount  now  given  in  this 
manner.  If  I  saw  that  it  was  secure  as  a 
charity,  I  should  have  no  objection  to 
withdraw  this  grant ;  but  if  I  have  reason 
to  believe  that  the  publication  of  their 
names  is  only  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
holding  them  up  to  ridicule-^-if  theur  names 
are  to  be  given  up  here  in  order  that  they 
may  be  held  up  to  derision  by  other  parties 
elsewhere — I  certainly  cannot  consent  to 
any  such  publicity  bemg  given  to  the 
names  of  the  persons  receiving  this  money. 

Mr.  LUSHINGTON:  I  beg  leave  to 
make  one  remark  with  reference  to  an  ob- 
Bervation  which  tho  noble  Lord  has  ad- 


dressed to  the  House,  and  that  is,  that  the 
Anti- State  Church  Association  was  insti- 
tuted in  the  year  1844,  while  the  first  ob- 
jection to  the  grant,  which*^  I  quoted  in  the 
paper  I  have  referred  to,  is  dated  1834; 
therefore  those  objections  could  not  have 
emanated  from  that  Association.  I  must 
say,  that  his  Lordship  has  rather  shaken 
my  resolution  to  press  this  Amendment  to 
a  division.  If  he  would  engage  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  not  to  propose  this 
Regium  Donum  in  future  years,  on  condi- 
tion of  his  being  furnished  with  a  proper 
and  satisfactory  engagement  on  the  part 
of  the  Dissenting  bodies  that  they  would 
subscribe  a  sum  sufficient  for  the  necessi- 
ties of  these  deserving  ministers,  then  I 
think  that  that  would  content  the  Dissent- 
ing bodies,  and  put  an  end  to  all  the  feuds 
and  exceedingly  disagreeable  discussions 
upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  HUME :  I  beg  to  state  that  the 
facts  of  the  matter  concerning  the  publica- 
tion of  these  names  are  these:  I  moved 
for  a  list  of  these  persons,  which  was  ob- 
jected to;  their  return  was  ordered  by  this 
House,  but  I  was  applied  to  not  to  publish 
their  names,  in  consequence  of  the  expo- 
sure which  would  ensue.  I  think  it  was  in 
1834  that  I  brought  this  matter  on.  I 
said  "  the  Dissenters  ought  to  be  fairly 
dealt  with  in  this  case."  They  had  not 
till  1832  been  brought  before  the  House; 
we  objected  to  allow  anything  that  was  not 
sanctioned  by  the  House.  These  matters 
were  then  put  on  the  estimates  here,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  fairly  dealt  with 
by  the  House.  As  soon  as  it  was  known 
that  this  money  was  paid  by  Dr.  Rees,  a 
meeting  of  Dissenters  was  called  upon  the 
subject,  and  Mr.  Weymouth,  whom  the 
noble  Lord  no  doubt  well  recollects,  wrote 
to  me  requesting  me  to  vote  against  the 
grant,  and  stating  that  a  resolution  had 
been  come  to  by  the  Dissenters  to  oppose 
it.  That  was  in  1833 ;  in  1834  I  brought 
the  matter  specially  before  the  House; 
upon  which  occasion  I  read  the  resolution 
I  had  previously  received.  Therefore,  the 
opposition  which  is  made  to  this  grant  has 
nothing  to  do  in  its  origin  with  the  Anti- 
State  Church  Association,  but  is  a  matter 
which  was  agitated  before  that  body  was 
established.  As  I  believe  that  the  noble 
Lord  wishes  to  have  no  persons  upon  the 
list  but  such  as  are  deserving,  let  me  sug- 
gest to  him  to  submit  it  to  competent  per- 
sons for  examination,  by  doing  which  he 
will  not  be  removing  the  grant  from  any 
single  deserving  person. 
Q2 
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Mr,  MUNTZ:  The  noble  Lord  has 
Btale<l  that  there  is  greater  merit  ia  giving 
charity  in  secret  than  openly.  I  am  quite 
ready  to  admit  the  truth  of  his  proposition 
as  applied  to  individual  charity ;  but  when 
the  charity  comes  from  the  nation,  if  it  is 
money  voted  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  circumstances  are  greatly  altered. 
The  nation  has  a  right  to  know  to  whom  its 
charity  is  given,  and  whether  it  Is  properly 
bestowed.  As  to  the  plea  of  its  being 
a  grant  which  has  been  long  established, 
that  certaiidy  is  no  reasonable  ground 
whatever  upon  which  it  can  be  maintained. 
Wc  have  had  too  many  grants  of  that  sort 
— too  many  irregular  practices ;  and  w he* 
ther  they  have  existed  for  a  day*  or  a 
month,  or  a  year,  is  perfectly  immaterial; 
the  lapse  of  time  cannot  in  any  way  sanc- 
tion that  which  is  wrong*  If  it  has  been 
a  charity  which  ought  not  to  have  been 
given,  the  sooner  it  is  stopped  the  better; 
the  greater  the  saving  of  the  nation's 
money,  which  is  not  even  thankfully  re- 
ceived by  the  body  to  whom  it  is  pretended 
to  he  giveni  but  is  repudiated  by  them.  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  be  decided  against 
this  and  all  religious  grants  for  ajiy  parti- 
cular sects.  This  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question  of  tithe ;  the  question  of 
tithe  is  a  question  of  rent.  I  know  that  it 
is  so  from  my  own  experience.  1  know 
that  where  tliere  is  no  tithe  to  pay,  there 
is  more  rent  laid  on  the  land.  But  when 
you  are  granting  men  public  money,  the 
public  ought  to  know  all  the  parties,  and 
be  satisfied  that  their  circumstances  re- 
quire the  grant.  Look  at  the  condition  in 
which  we  as  a  nation  are  now  placed  !  I 
say  that  tlie  public  and  the  country  ought 
to  know  who  the  parties  arc  who  are  receiv- 
ing this  money. 

Mr.  WYLD  :  Sir,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
the  expression  which  has  just  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  Dissenting  minis- 
ters who  partake  of  this  grant  are  in  the 
receipt  of  **alm3/'  will  in  future  muke 
them  desirous  to  disconnect  themselves 
from  it.  The  Dissenters  of  England  of 
the  present  day  still  uphold  those  great 
principles  for  whicb  their  fathers  were  ex- 
patrlated^  and  for  which  they  suifered  the 
loss  of  the  whole  of  their  property.  Of 
this  I  am  sure,  that  nearly  every  Dissenter 
throughout  the  empire  will  repudiate  the 
grant.  It  is  very  uiifair  towards  the  large 
body  of  Dissenters  in  this  country,  that  it 
should  be  stated  in  these  estimates  that 
this  Megium  Donuin  is  for  the  benefit  of 
the   Dissenters  of  England,     Why,   Su*, 


that  large  body  of  Dissenters,  the  Wes- 
leyans,  are  not  in  any  way  recipients  of 
this  bounty.  I  might  say  that  they  are 
the  largest  body  of  Dissenters  in  the  Brit- 
ish empire;  yet  tliey  do  not  come  down  to 
these  distributors  and  receive  this  bounty. 
Therefore,  as  the  Wesley  an  s  do  nut  receive 
it,  there  is  no  reason  why  any  ministers  of 
the  Independent  and  Baptist  congregations 
should  he  allowed  it.  It  has  been  stated, 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  that  this 
grant  arose  out  of  some  transaction  con- 
nected with  the  celebrated  Minister,  Wal- 
pole;  but  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  this — 
this  grant  was  given  by  George  I.  to  the 
Dissenters,  in  consequence  of  their  ad- 
herence to  the  House  of  Hanover.  At 
that  time  it  might  have  been  of  some  use 
to  the  Dissenting  bodies,  because  they 
were  small  m  number  in  proportion  to 
what  they  are  now;  but  since  that  time 
they  have  increased  both  in  numbers  and 
wealth,  and  any  one  who  knows  the  Dis- 
senting bodies  at  this  moment  knows  very 
well  that  they  have  now  no  occasion  for 
this  grant.  The  small  amount  they  re- 
ceive, so  far  from  doing  any  service  to  the 
Dissenting  ministers  who  are  supposed  to 
receive  it,  renders  them  objects  of  suspi- 
cion and  distrust  with  their  congregations 
and  denominations,  1  assure  the  noble 
Lord,  that  so  far  from  being  a  benefit  to 
the  body  of  Disscuting  ministers  generally, 
it  is  a  great  disadvantage,  because  many 
of  them  are  suspected  of  taking  this 
money  who  arc  not  actually  in  the  receipt 
of  it  at  all.  The  Dissenters  generally 
object  most  strongly  to  the  secret  manner 
in  which  this  grant  is  received.  Dr.  Pye 
Smith,  one  of  the  distributors,  has  ac- 
knowledged that  there  has  been  one  gross 
ease  of  malversation  in  its  bestowal;  and 
where  one  has  been  proved,  there  is  reason 
to  suspect  the  exiHtence  of  more.  The 
men  who  receive  this  grant  cannot  be  con- 
sidered free  agents.  We  have  seen  what 
the  effect  of  these  State  grants  has  been 
in  Ireland.  There  the  Crown  will  not 
permit  any  portion  of  the  graut  to  be 
given  unless  the  congregation  give  no 
greater  stipend  than  351. ;  the  consequence 
of  wliich  regulation  is,  that  a  largo  portion 
of  the  incomes  of  Presbyterian  ministers 
in  Ireland  are  reduced  to  that  sum  in  order 
to  bring  them  within  the  required  condi- 
tions of  Government.  The  effect  of  this 
grant  is  most  injurious  and  distasteful  to 
the  entire  body  of  Dissenting  ministers  on 
whose  behalf  you  profess  to  make  it.  What 
has  been  the  case  upon  the  present  occa- 
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sion  ?  There  are  300  or  400  Dissenting 
ministers  receiving  this  money,  not  one  of 
whom  has  come  forward  and  acknowledged 
himself  publicly  in  favour  of  the  money 
he  annually  receives  from  the  Government. 
Why  do  they  not  openly  come  forward  and 
ask  for  a  continuance  of  the  grant,  when 
they  perceive  efforts  made  both  within 
and  without  Parliament  for  its  abolition  ? 
They  are  afraid  of  doing  so,  because  they 
well  know  that  by  so  doing  they  would  lose 
the  confidence  of  their  congregations,  of 
the  denominations  to  which  they  belong, 
and  of  the  entire  body  of  Dissenters.  I 
trust  the  House  will  refuse  no  longer  to 
sanction  the  continuance  of  this  grant. 

Mr.  bright  :  I  ask  the  noble  Lord 
whether  he  will  consent,  so  long  as  this 
grant  was  continued,  to  permit  the  publi- 
cation of  the  names  of  those  who  receive 
it?  I  ask  for  nothing  more  than  that;  if 
the  noble  Lord  feels  that  he  cannot  grant 
that  request,  then  wo  must  divide  upon 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Westminster.  With  regard  to 
the  plea  that  this  grant  is  in  the  nature  of 
alms,  and  must  therefore  be  given  in  se- 
cret, I  know  well  that  a  very  high  autho- 
rity has  said  that  when  we  give  our  alms 
we  must  give  them  in  secret;  but  that  pre- 
cept applies  only  to  cases  in  which  we  are 
giving  our  own  money ;  but  this  grant 
being  from  a  public  fund,  contributed  from 
the  taxes  of  the  country,  I  think  it  would 
be  much  more  desirable  that  it  should  be 
given  openly,  and  in  such  a  manner  as 
that  the  public  should  have  the  means  of 
satisfying  themselves  that  the  bounty  is 
worthily  bestowed. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  I  have  already 
said  that  I  am  afraid  the  object  of  obtain- 
ing these  names  is,  that  the  poor  recipients 
of  the  grant  might  be  held  up  to  obloquy. 
That  being  the  case,  I  most  decidedly  ob- 
ject to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  sum  be  4,974i. :— Ayes  28;  Noes 
60:  Majority  32. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Anderson,  A. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Bright,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Clay,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Drummond,  H. 
Duncan,  G. 
Evans,  J. 
Fagan,  J. 


Fox,  W.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hume,  J. 
Keogh.  W. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Muntx,  G.  F. 
Osborne,  R. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Teniaon,  £.  K. 


Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thornely,  T. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  J. 

List  of 

Abdy,  T.  N. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Buller,  C. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dodd,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Howard,  P.  H. 


Wyld,  J. 

TXLLKRS. 

Lushington,  C. 
Kershaw,  J. 

the  Noes. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Morpeth,  Visot. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Parker,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Somerville,rt.hon.SirW. 
Talfourd,  Sen. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watkina,  Col. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
WUson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 

TELLIIUI. 

TufoeU,  H. 
HiU,  Lord  M. 


On  the  question  that  a  sum  of  27,8372. 
be  granted  to  complete  the  sum  required 
for  Nonconforming,  Seceding,  and  Protes- 
tant Dissenting  Ministers  in  Ireland, 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD,  as  a  friend  to 
religious  liberty,  did  not  think  he  was 
justified  in  assenting  to  any  grant  of  this 
nature.  There  was,  however,  an  item  of 
3662.  for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  min- 
isters of  the  Synod  of  Ulster,  to  which  he 
did  not  object;  and  he  should  therefore 
move  to  reduce  the  vote  by  the  sum  of 
27,4712. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  sum  be  3662. : — Ayes  lo;  Noes 
45 :  Majority  32. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Anderson,  A.  Muntx,  O.  F. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Thompson,  CoU 

Bright,  J.  Thornely,  T. 

Brotherton,  J.  Williams,  J. 

Cobden,  R.  Wyld,  J. 
Drummond,  H.  nLucRfl. 

Fox,  W.  J.  Crawford,  W.  S. 

Greene,  J.  Kershaw,  J. 

List  of  the  Noes. 
Bellew,  R.  M.  Boyle,  hon.  CoL 

Blackftone,  W.  S.  Brown,  W. 
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Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forster,  M. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hobhouse,  T.  6. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keogh,  W. 

Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lewis,  G.  0. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Monsell,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Rich,  H. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  J.  A.  ' 
Somerville.rt.hon.SirW. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Turner,  E. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TELUSBS. 

TufneU,  H. 
HiU,  Lord  M. 


SUPPLY— GRATUITIES. 

On  the  question  that  a  sum  of  20,000^. 
he  granted  towards  completing  the  sum 
necessary  for  Civil  Contingencies, 

Mr.  OSBORNE  ohjected  to  the  item 
which  was  included  in  this  vote  of  4,045i. 
for  gratuities  for  extra  serviced  in  the 
Treasury  and  Commissariat  Departments : 
2,500^  of  that  sum  had  been  given  to  Sir 
C.  Trevelyan.  Now,  this  was  a  very  gross 
case.  Sir  C.  Trevelyan  might  have  la- 
boured hard  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties; 
hut  so  had  the  coast-guard  of  Ireland, 
whose  services  could  not  possibly  have  been 
dispensed  with,  and  many  of  whom  had 
contracted  a  violent  fever  in  consequence 
of  their  lahours,  and  yet  no  gratuity  had 
heen  given  to  them.  He  would  move  to 
reduce  the  sum  of  4,045?.,  and  would  divide 
the  Committee  upon  this  vote. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER would  simply  say,  that  so  far  from 
this  heing  an  unprecedented  matter,  the 
Government  had  only  followed  the  usual 
mode  of  remunerating  persons  who  had 
performed  extraordinary  services. 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  thought  it  only  a 
fair  act  of  justice  to  Sir  C.  Trevelyan  to 
say,  that  though  he  had  not  the  honour  of 
his  personal  intimacy,  he  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  the  extraordinary  devo- 
tion which  he  had  shown  in  the  discharge 
of  his  arduous  and  responsihle  duties  in 
superintending  the  application  of  the  money 
for  the  relief  of  the  Irish.  He  was  not 
saying  more  than  the  truth,  when  he  said 
that  thousands  and  thousands  of  the  people 
in  Ireland  owed  their  preservation  to  the 
industry,  intelligence  and  zeal.  Sir  C.  Tre- 
velyan nad  .displajed.     It  would  be  a  great 


misfortune  to  the  country,  if  such  serviceB 
as  those  which  had  heen  rendered  by  Sir 
C.  Trevelyan  should  appear  to  be  under- 
rated by  that  House. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  hoped  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  divide  upon  the 
question.  The  Committee  had  been  in- 
formed that  Sir  C.  Trevelyan  had  none  of 
the  responsibility  of  this  particular  office^ 
and,  therefore,  bore  none  of  its  demerit.  If 
so,  then  he  presumed  that  that  gentleman 
wa3  not  in  a  position  to  claim  any  merit 
that  might  attach  to  the  office.  If  it  really 
had  been  a  question  of  merit,  he  shotdd 
have  been  prepared  to  challenge  Sir  C. 
Trevelyan's  claim,  for  he  (Lord  G.  Ben- 
tinck)  had  read  all  the  evidence,  and  he 
was  not  inclined  to  think  that  there  had 
been  such  a  display  of  ability  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties  as  some  hon.  Members 
seemed  disposed  to  attribute  to  him.  He 
would  refer  to  one  instance  only  as  im  il- 
lustration of  the  system  which  was  sanc- 
tioned by  that  gentleman — ^when  oatmeal 
was  being  bought  for  142.  a  ton  at  Cork, 
Sir  C.  Trevelyan  was  having  it  sent  out  to 
Ireland  from  Deptford,  where  it  was  pur- 
chased at  eighteen  guineas  a  ton. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  sum  .  be  15,950^.  r—Ayea  14; 
Noes  73:  Majority  59. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Christy,  S. 
Dick,^ 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Greene,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Keogh,  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Locke,  J. 


Moore,  G.  H. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
TyreU,  Sir  J.  T. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Williams,  J. 

TXLLKR8. 

Osborne,  R.  B. 
Dunne,  Col. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Broadlcy,  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Clements,  hon.  C   S. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Drummond,  II. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fox,  W.  J. 


Freestun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Ilumphery,  Aid. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Afatheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
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O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Oglo,  S.  C.  H. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Rich,  H. 
RomUly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Shell,  rl.  hon.  R.  L. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Someryilie,rtJion.SirW. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Tanored,  H.  W. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Wilson,  J. 
WUson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 

TBLLBIM. 

Tufnell,  H. 
HiU,  Lord  M. 


SUPPLY— DISTRESS  (IRELAND). 
The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  had  now  to  moye  two  yerj 
heavy  votes  hy  way  of  supplementary  esti- 
mates, which  were  necessary  to  wind  up 
the  relief  of  the  distress  in  Ireland  up  to 
the  present  half  year.     The  first  item  of 
the  vote  was  for  132,000^.     To  show  that 
the  poor-rate  had  heen  levied  to  a  consider- 
able amount  for  the  same  purpose,  he  might 
observe  that  the  whole  sum  collected  in 
Ireland  in  January,  1846,  was  36,0002.; 
in  January,  1847,  52,000/.;  while  in  Jan- 
uary, 1848,  it  reached  194,0002.     The  en- 
tire sum  levied  in  the  first  six  months  of 
1846  was  217,0002. ;  in  the  first  six  months 
of  1847,  339,0002.;  and  in  the  correspon- 
ding  period  of  1848, 867,0002.  There  were, 
however,  many  parts  of  Ireland  in  which 
the  poor-rate,  however  well  collected,  had 
been  found  quite  inadequate  to  relieve  the 
prevailing  distress.  Twenty-two  unions  were 
in  that  position.     The  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment was,  that  relief  should  only  be 
given  in  districts  respecting  which  it  had 
been  shovm  that  no  possible  exertion  in 
collecting  the  poor-rate  would  make  it  ade- 
quate for  the  object.  Relief  had  been  given 
of  late  almost  entirely  in  food.     As  regard- 
ed the  British  Association,  he  would  state, 
that  the  whole  amount  expended  by  it  was 
236,0002.,  of  which  sum  143,0002.  went 
for  rations  for  grown-up  persons,  80,0002, 
in  the  same  way  for  children,  and  about 
120,0002.  for  clothes.     The  vote  which  he 
proposed  was  for  relief  given  in  continua- 
tion of  the  proceedings  of  the  British  Asso- 
ciation in  the  three  months  immediately 
preceding  the  harvest,  when  the  distress 
was  the  greatest.  There  were  many  unions 
in  Ireland  in  which  it  was  impossible  they 
could  defray  the  cost  of  their  poor.     The 
uniou  in  Ireland  in  which  the  greatedt  dis- 


tress prevailed  was  that  of  Clifden,  in 
which  the  rate  was  19«.  2d,  in  the  pound. 
The  valuation  of  the  union  was  22,4002: 
The  expense  of  maintaining  the  poor  in 
that  district,  from   September,    lo47,  to 
September,  1848,  was  18,3102.   They  had 
a  small  debt  of  9002.     The  advances  made 
by  the  British  Association  were  9,0002.  for 
general  relief,  3,0002.  for  the  relief  of  des- 
titute children,  and  the  whole  amount  due 
from  the  union  would  be  upon  a  rated  value 
of  22,4002.,  amounting  to  a  rating  in  the 
pound  of  19«.  9Jc2.     In  another  union  in 
the  county  of  Clare,  the  amount  of  rating 
was  16^.   10c2.  in  the  pound;  in  another, 
15«.  lid;  in  another,  14«.  9c2.;  inBallyra, 
12«.    4id.;   in  Castlebar,   11*.  9d.     The 
rate  in  Ireland  would  be  2s,  9|d.  In  Down 
it  was  lighter  than  in   most  counties  in 
England;  it  would  there  amount  to  Is,  2d. 
Taking  the  electoral  divisions  in  Donegal, 
there  were  electoral  divisions  in  which  the 
charge  for  the  maintenance  of  the  poor  this 
year  would  be  44«.  2d,  in  the  pound.     In 
Castlebar  there  was  an  electoral  division  in 
which  the  charge  was  295.  in  the  pound. 
In  Galway  it  would  amount  to  23*.  8d. 
This  was  the  charge  in  the  pound  upon  the 
valuation;  but  as  it  was  notorious  that  in 
many  of  the  most  distressed  districts,  a 
large  proportion  of  the  ratepayers  could 
pay  nothing  at  all,  it  was  hopeless  to  ex- 
pect that  any  amount  of  rate  could  defray 
the  sum  which  was  advanced.     This  state- 
ment applied  to  the  western  coast;  on  the 
eastern  and  north-eastern  part  the  burden 
was  lighter,  which  showed  that  the  distress 
was  local.     It  was,  therefore,  to  sanction 
the  expenditure  of  132,0002.,  which  was 
required  from  July  to  the  end  of  the  har- 
vest, to  continue  the  relief  which,  up  to 
that  time,  had  been  afforded  in  voluntary 
contributions,  through  the  means  of  the 
British    Association,    that  he  asked   the 
House  to  agree  to  the  vote.     There  could 
not  bo  any  necessity  for  further  assistance 
in  the  way  of  depdts.     He  believed  that  the 
events  of  the  last  two  years  had  introduced 
into  Ireland  dealers  in  meal  and  com,  so 
that  the  guardians  would  be  able  to  procnrtf 
an  adequate  supply  of  food.     These  were 
the  circumstances  which  induced  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  on  themselves  the  respon- 
sibility of  demanding  this  sum  of  money. 
Without  the  assistance  thus  rendered,  it 
would  have  been  utterly  impossible  for  the 
people  to  have  been  preserved  from  utter 
starvation,  except  by  the  means  which  had 
been  so  beneficially  applied  by  the  British 
Association.    He  troiitod  that  the  Honso 
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would  ratify  the  responsibility  which  Go- 
vernment had  taken  upon  themselves. 
Question  put —  % 

"  That  262,5452.  be  granted  to  make  good  the 
advances  of  the  sum  provided  for  the  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  through  the  Com- 
missariat Department." 

Mr.  p.  SCROPB  said,  that  he  had  given 
notice  of  resolutions  on  this  vote;  but  as  he 
could  not  move  those  resolutions,  he  wished 
to  state  the  absolute  necessity  of  refusing 
to  make  grants  of  public  money,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  poor-rates,  and  should  take  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  in  opposition  to 
this  grant  of  132,000?.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  appealed  to  the 
generosity  of  the  House,  by  stating  the 
extraordinary  distress  of  some  of  the  Irish 
unions.  His  opinion  was,  that  Ireland  was 
perfectly  capable  of  maintaining  her  poor, 
as  well  as  the  whole  of  her  population.  But 
he  had  another  and  a  stronger  objection  to 
this  vote — that  it  was  given  for  the  relief 
of  such  landlords  as  had  not  paid  their 
rates.  All  the  landlords  had  to  do  was  to 
make  out  a  case  of  inability  to  support  the 
poor,  and  they  would  then  receive  as- 
sistance. He  moved  that  the  vote  be  disal- 
lowed. 

Sir  J.  TYRELL  considered  that  strong 
measures  with  regard  to  Ireland  should  now 
be  adopted  by  Government.  He  did  not 
mean  to  be  offensive  to  any  Gentleman  dif- 
fering from  his  opinion  or  persuasion,  but 
it  was  quite  clear  to  him  that  there  was  a 
great  distinction  between  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants.  In  the  Protestant  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland  the  poor-rate  only  averaged 
Is.  in  the  pound;  while  in  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic districts  it  varied  from  19«.  to  lis. 
in  the  pound.  He  solemnly  believed  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion,  carried  out 
in  all  its  parts,  was  incompatible  with  the 
true  cultivation  of  the  soil.  In  Switzer- 
land, the  common  remark  of  every  traveller 
was  the  great  difference  between  the  agri- 
cultural prospects  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
cantons  and  those  of  the  Protestants.  The 
latter  were  far  superior  to  the  former.  He 
believed  unless  the  Government  took  some 
strong  measures  in  reference  to  Ireland,  in 
which  they  would  be  followed  by  the  uni- 
versal feeling  of  the  country,  there  would 
he  repeated  calls  upon  the  coffers  of  this 
country  to  subscribe  to  Ireland. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  observed,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud,  in  objectmg 
to  the  vote,  did  not  seem  to  consider  that 
an  immense  change  was  going  on  in  Ire- 
land, nor  to  make  due  allowance  for  the 


necessity  under  which  both  landlord  and 
tenant  were  compelled  to  act.  The  burden 
upon  landed  property  in  Ireland  had  been 
changed  from  400,000Z.  to  1,800,000?.,  in 
itself  u  great  and  important  change.  An- 
other change  which  had  taken  place  in  Ire- 
land was  this — that  whereas,  in  1836,  there 
were  no  corn  or  provision  dealers  in  Ireland, 
there  were  now  dealers  in  those  articles 
in  every  part  of  that  country.  Seeing  the 
change  which  had  taken  place  of  late  years 
in  Ireland,  and  the  burdens  imposed,  which, 
in  particular  districts  pressed  so  heavily, 
he  thought  it  was  their  duty  to  aid  in  the 
transition,  and  that  it  could  not  be  said 
they  in  any  way  wasted  the  money  of  the 
country  by  assisting  certain  unions  to  bear 
the  very  great  burdens  which  had  been 
placed  upon  them,  borne  as  these  had  been 
on  the  whole  with  a  degree  of  readiness 
which  was  highly  creditable.  With  respect 
to  the  future,  that,  no  doubt,  would  be  the 
subject  of  discussion,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  enter  upon  it  at  that  late  hour.  All  he 
had  to  say  was,  that  in  our  present  cir- 
cumstances he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
wise  to  lay  down  a  system,  or  propose  a 
plan.  We  did  not  know  what  was  the  ex- 
tent of  the  present  failure  of  the  potato  cul- 
tivation— what  was  the  exact  amount  of 
the  very  great  increase  of  potato  cultiva- 
tion which  took  place  in  the  present  year» 
as  compared  with  the  amount  of  last  year; 
we  did  not  know  what  amount  would  be 
saved,  or  to  what  period  the  stock  would 
last;  and  under  these  circumstances  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  imprudent  to  lay 
down  a  plan.  Government  must,  to  a  cer- 
tain degree,  rely  upon  the  confidence  of 
the  Parliament;  they  would  not  ask  it  un- 
necessarily, or  without  a  due  regard  to 
economy.  If  they  saw  cause  to  call  for 
extraordinary  measures,  they  would  then 
assemble  Parliament  immediately,  and  pro* 
pose  to  it  such  measures  as  they  thought 
fit.  In  the  present  state  of  affairs,  seeing 
the  number  of  Members  who  were  absent, 
they  did  not  propose,  at  the  end  of  the 
Session,  to  lay  down  any  general  system  or 
plan  by  which  they  should  invariably  abide. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed.    Report  to  be  re- 
ceived. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half-past  Two. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  August  24:,  1848. 

MiNUTKS.]  Public  Bills.— !•  City  of  London  Sewen  { 
Sheep  and  Cattle  Contagious  Disorders  Prevention  t 
MiUlMok  Prison;  Conunons  Indosure  Aet  AsMndniMit. 
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S*  Metropolitan  ComminloMrt  of  Sewtrt  t  Wolverhmnp- 
ton  Curaqr  (No.  f);  Petty  Bag,  dee.  Office  (Court  of 
Chancery) ;  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections. 

Reported. — Commons  Inclosure  (No.  S) ;  London  (City) 
Small  Debts;  Fislicries  (Ireland) ;  Parochial  Debt  and 
Audit. 

3*  and  passed:— Stock  in  Trade  Exemption;    Boroughs' 

Incorporation ;  Out  Pensioners. 
PrriTioNS  PRK8KNTSO.  from  the  Trustees  of  the  Irish 
Reproductive  Loan  Fund,  in  the  County  of  Galway, 
against  the  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Institution  (Ireland) 
Bill. — From  Agriculturista*  Merchants,  and  Others, 
compluning  of  the  Depressed  State  of  Agriculture  and 
Commerce  in  the  Island  of  Jamaica.— From  the  Town 
of  Liverpool,  against  the  present  Ecclesiastical  Law.— 
From  the  Willeton  Board  of  Guardians,  against  so  much 
of  the  Parochial  Debt  and  Audit  Bill  as  deprives  them 
of  .\dministering  Relief. — From  Merchants,  and  Others, 
in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  against  any  Alter- 
ation of  the  Navigation  Laws.— From  the  Guardians  of 
the  Poor  of  the  Lancaster  Union,  against  the  Poor  Law 
Union  Charges  (No.  S)  Bill. 

VANCOUVER'S  ISLAND. 
•  Lord  MONTEAGLB,  pursuant  to  no- 
tice, rose  to  move  for  certain  papers  re- 
specting the  grant  of  Vancouver's  Island 
to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  The 
question  was  one  which  involved  important 
puhlic  interests,  hoth  present  and  rever- 
sionary. Those  of  their  Lordships  who 
had  taken  an  interest  in  the  negotiations 
carried  on  hetween  this  country  and  the 
United  States  of  America  previous  to  the 
completion  of  what  was  called  the  Oregon 
Treaty,  must  be  familiar  with  the  political 
and  commercial  importance  attached  to 
the  possession  of  Vancouver's  Island,  si- 
tuated as  it  was  between  the  territories  of 
Russia  on  the  north,  and  those  of  the 
United  States  on  the  south.  This  por- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  was  at 
the  present  moment  a  possession  of  great 
value,  and  it  might  become  of  almost  in- 
calculable importance  hereafter.  The  cli- 
mate of  the  island  was  fine,  the  soil  fertile, 
its  harbours  were  excellent,  and  the  place 
was  in  all  respects  most  favourable  for 
settlement  and  colonisation;  it  contained, 
moreover,  extensive  mines  of  coal,  invalu- 
able in  its  future  applicability  to  the  steam 
navigation  of  the  Pacific.  He  was  not 
awaro  that  from  the  possessions  of  Russia 
to  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  there  existed 
any  other  place  near  the  coast  capable  of 
furnishing  this  important  article.  When- 
ever a  communication  should  be  made, 
either  by  railroad  or  by  a  canal,  across 
the  Isthmus — and  that  time  could  not  be 
very  distant — the  Pacific  must  become  the 
highway  of  maritime  nations  to  China  and 
other  parts  of  the  Eastern  world;  and  in 
that  event  Vancouver's  Island  would  be- 
come a  position  essential  to  our  commercial 
superiority.  The  opinions  of  politicians  on 
subjects  of  this  kind  were  often  exagger- 


ated; they  were  liable  to  be  warped  by 
transitory  and  personal  interests — an  object 
which  was  in  contest,  whether  in  war  or 
negotiation,  was  likewise  too  often  over- 
appreciated  by  contending  Powers.  Sci- 
entific authorities  on  this  account  were 
more  to  be  relied  on;  and  he  there- 
fore appealed  with  confidence  to  the 
testimony  of  the  eminent  geographer, 
Malte  Brun,  who  seemed  to  have  discover- 
ed, almost  by  intuition,  the  future  desti- 
nies of  Vancouver's  Island.  His  observa- 
tions on  the  subject  were  as  follows  : — 

"  The  vegetable  earth  in  some  places  forms  a  bed 
of  ten  feet  in  thickness.  A  traveller  is  agreeably 
surprised  to  find  a  milder  climate  here  than  on 
the  eastern  coast  of  America  in  the  same  latitude. 
In  the  month  of  April,  Fahrenheit's  thermometer 
was  never  below  40*  during  the  night,  and  in  the 
day  it  rose  to  60*.  The  grass  was  already  a  foot 
in  height.  The  climate  is  as  favourable  to  the 
growth  of  trees  as  that  of  the  Continent.  What 
negligence  on  the  part  of  the  Spaniards  not  to 
have  taken  possession  of  this  agreeable  and  fertile 
country  ! — a  country  which  being  situated  in  the 
rear  of  their  country  might,  in  the  hands  of  intel- 
ligent masters,  become  a  military  and  commercial 
post  of  the  highest  importance." 

Mr.  Pitt  and  his  Government,  in  1790, 
acted  on  the  admission  of  the  same  fact. 
The  port  of  Nootka  Sound,  situated  on  the 
western  coast  of  Vancouver's  Island,  was 
considered  at  that  time  to  be  so  important 
as  to  be  worth  the  risk  of  a  European  war. 
In  the  debate  on  the  6th  of  May,  1790, 
Mr.  Pitt  observed — 

"  If  the  claims  of  Spain  were  given  way  to,  it 
must  deprive  the  country  of  the  means  of  extend- 
ing its  navigation  and  fishery  in  the  southern 
ocean:  it  would  go  far  towards  excluding  His  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  from  an  infant  trade,  the  future 
extension  of  which  could  not  but  be  essentially 
beneficial  to  the  commercial  interests  of  Great 
Britain." 

Yet  the  importance  of  Nootka  Sound  was 
nothing  as  compared  with  the  possession 
of  the  entire  island,  more  especially  in  re- 
ference to  its  coal  field.  In  the  Oregon 
negotiations,  the  possession  of  Vancouver's 
Island  was  regarded,  both  by  England 
and  by  the  United  States,  as  a  primary 
object.  The  Columbia  was  a  barred  rivery 
and  the  passage  to  Puget's  Sound,  sar* 
rendered  to  the  United  States,  was  held 
almost  at  the  sufferance  of  the  Power  to 
whom  the  possession  of  Vancouver's  Island 
was  secured.  The  most  unquestionable 
evidence  that  he  could  refer  to  in  proof  of 
the  resources  of  this  possession,  was  to  be 
found  in  the  correspondence  of  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  itself: — 

"  In  the  neighbourhood  of  Port  Vancouver," 
writes  Captain  Felly,  "the  Company  have  large 
pasture   and  grain-fiirms  affording  most  abun- 
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dantly  everj  species  of  agricultural  produce,  and 
maintaining  large  herds  of  stock  ;  and  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Company,  not  only  to  increase 
them,  but  to  encourage  the  settlement  of  their 
retired  eervants,  and  other  emigrants  under  their 
protection.  The  soil,  climate,  and  circumstances 
of  the  country  are  as  much,  if  not  more,  adapted 
to  agricultural  pursuits  than  any  other  spot  in 
America;  and  with  care  and  protection  the  British 
dominion  may  not  only  be  presenred  in  this  coun- 
try, which  it  has  been  so  much  the  wish  of  Russia 
and  America  to  occupy  to  the  exclusion  of  British 
subjects,  but  British  influence  may  be  maintained 
as  paramount  in  this  interesting  part  of  the  coast 
of  the  Pacific." 

The  Peers  who  had  listened  to  the  noble 
Earl  (Garl  Grej*s)  argument  on  colonisa- 
tion a  few  nights  hack,  could  not  but  re- 
member the  point  on  which  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Grey)  had  mainly  relied,  as  charac- 
teristic of  a  sound  policy  in  colonisation 
— namely,  the  abolition  of  land  grants, 
and  the  substitution  of  a  system  of  sale. 
After  this  declaration,  it  would  hardly  be 
believed  that  the  noble  Earl  had  been  him- 
self the  party  to  propose,  by  a  charter  to 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  not  a  lease 
of  Vancouver's  Island,  but  a  grant,  the 
most  lavish,  the  most  inconsiderate,  and, 
he  must  add,  the  most  reprehensible  ever 
before  made  by  any  Colonial  Minister. 
The  much-condemned  grants  of  Prince 
Edward's  Island  were  infinitely  less  liable 
to  censure.  The  noble  Earl  seemed  ori- 
^nally  to  have  proposed  making  this  grant 
without  condition,  safeguard,  or  reserve; 
he  proposed  to  make  it  gratuitously  to  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company.  The  noble  Lord 
would  say,  that  the  grant  was  ''made 
to  the  intent  that  the  Company  should 
establish  upon  the  island  a  settlement 
or  settlements  of  emigrants  from  Great 
Britain;"  and  that  the  express  mean- 
ing of  the  condition  was,  that  if  the 
Company  should  not,  within  ^yq]  years, 
have  established  "a  settlement,"  the 
grant  might  be  revoked.  This  condi- 
tion was,  however,  without  value  from  its 
indistinctness.  Who  was  to  define  "a 
settlement?"  It  was  not  said,  of  how 
many  families  the  settlement  should  con- 
sist ;  any  "  settlement"  would  satisfy  the 
provisions  of  the  charter,  however  in- 
significant the  settlement  might  be. 
Then,  in  regard  to  the  reserved  power 
of  resumption  by  ptirchase,  it  was  not 
a  power  of  purchase  at  the  improved  value 
of  the  property  ;  but  on  repaying  the 
amount  expended  by  the  Company.  What 
court  of  equity  was  to  determine  this 
amount?  In  fact,  the  proposed  charter 
might  be  held  to  transfer  the  island  with- 


out rent  or  other  consideration  to  a  trading 
company  for  ever.  And  this  grant  was 
made  of  an  island,  the  very  key  of  our  po- 
sition in  North  Western  America,  the  very 
island  for  which  we  had  run  the  risk  of  two 
wars.  But  he  had  a  further  complaint  to 
make.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord  how  it 
could  enter  his  mind  to  grant  this  charter, 
and  to  part  with  this  territory,  without  pro- 
viding in  the  very  charter  itself  some  stipu- 
lation for  the  future  government  of  the  is- 
land ?  After  the  charter  had  been  approved 
of,  indeed,  there  was  a  letter  from  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State,  containing  some 
vague  propositions  for  the  government 
of  the  island.  This  was  evidently  an  after- 
thought. The  question  of  the  future  go- 
vernment of  the  island  had  been  till  then 
altogether  overlooked.  This  reminded  him 
of  the  blunder  of  a  countryman  of  his 
own,  who,  after  completing  the  building 
of  his  house,  discovered,  when  about  to 
enter  into  possession,  that  he  had  for- 
gotten the  staircase.  A  right  thing  was 
sometimes  marred  by  being  done  in  a  wrong 
manner;  but  in  the  case  of  the  grant  of 
Vancouver's  Island  the  engagement  en- 
tered into  was  most  unwise,  and  the  mode 
of  executing  it  had  rendered  it  still  worse. 
If  such  a  grant  were  expedient,  he  con- 
tended that  at  a  time  when  Parliament 
was  sitting  it  should  not  have  been  made 
by  the  mere  prerogative  of  the  Crown, 
and  without  a  previous  legislative  sana- 
tion. He  (Lord  Monteagle)  had  acted 
on  this  principle;  and  in  1834,  before 
founding  the  now  flourishing  colony  of 
South  Australia,  he  had  introduced  a  Bill 
which  led  to  discussion  and  examination, 
particularly  on  the  part  of  his  late  noble 
Friend  Lord  Ashburton.  It  was  still  more 
necessary  to  have  applied  the  same  princi- 
ple in  the  present  instance.  This  island,  so 
valuable  both  on  conmiercial  and  political 
grounds,  ought  never  to  have  been  parted 
with,  and  never  parted  with  by  the  mere 
fiat  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  without  any 
communication  to  Parliament.  But  there 
were  other  causes  of  complaint,  when  the 
grant  was  viewed  in  relation  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  grantee.  He  maintained,  that  no 
trading  company  was  a  fitting  depository 
for  the  functions  of  emigration  dr  colonisa- 
tion :  he  knew  of  no  example  to  the  con- 
trary. Even  the  East  India  Company,  the 
greatest  corporation  of  the  kind  in  the 
world,  had  not  exhibited  any  great  apti- 
tude for  colonisation.  But  the  East  India 
Company  was  not  a  company  of  hunters. 
If  any  trading  company  were  to  be  en* 
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truBted  with  uncontrolled  dominion^  and 
were  selected  as  the  guides  and  goyemors 
of  future  bands  of  emigrants — a  body  like 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  founded^  not 
for  the  purpose  of  occupying  land  for  agri- 
culture or  settlement,  but  for  the  sake  of 
J)rocuring  the  fur  of  wild  animals,  was  the 
east  likely,  of  all  others,  to  exercise  such 
functions  properly.  Another  matter  was 
deserving  of  special  note.  He  alluded  to 
the  free  gift  of  the  coal  mines  without  any 
reserve,  either  of  rent  or  royalty,  or  any 
stipulated  obligation  assumed  by  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  even  to  work  the 
mines.  This  was  the  more  surprising  from 
reference  to  the  official  correspondence. 
It  would  appear  that  the  Colonial  Office 
had  at  first  neglected  the  subject  altoge- 
ther, or  perhaps  were  not  aware  of  the  ex- 
istence of  this  valuable  property.  It  was 
only  on  the  25th  of  February,  1848,  the 
negotiations  having  been  in  progress  from 
7th  September,  1846,  that  Mr.  Hawes  re- 
fers for  the  first  time  to  the  "  value  of  the 
coal"  as  **  necessarily  forming  a  material 
consideration,"  and  transmits  a  copy  of  the 
agreement  made  with  Mr.  Wyse  at  Labuan 
as  **  a  guide  for  any  proposal  the  Company 
may  make  for  working  the  coal  at  Vancou- 
ver s  Island."  But  no  sooner  was  this  hint 
given,  than  on  the  4th  of  March,  Captain 
Pelly,  in  the  frankest  and  most  explicit 
manner,  states,  **  that  if  the  grant  is  to  be 
clogged  with  any  payment  to  the  mother 
country,  the  Company  will  be  under  the 
necessity  of  declining  it."  In  this  decla- 
ration the  Colonial  Office  seems  to  have 
very  graciously  acquiesced,  although  at  the 
time  the  proposed  establishment  of  Ameri- 
can steamers  in  the  Pacific  gave  to  the  coal 
a  peculiar  value.  If  the  question  of  the 
constitution  of  the  island  had  been  forgot- 
ten from  September  1846  to  July  1848, 
and  if  the  question  of  the  coal  was  noticed 
only  to  be  abandoned,  the  principle  under 
which  the  Company  should  bo  required  to 
alienate  their  lands  to  colonists  and  emi- 
grants, seems  to  have  been  neglected  to 
the  present  hour.  It  should  have  been 
known  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  if 
the  same  slavish  conditions  were  to  be 
attached  to  the  future  land  contracts  m 
Vancouver's  Island  which  were  enforced 
on  the  main  land,  it  would  be  impossible 
that  any  independent  settlement  could  ever 
take  place.  A  monopoly  of  trade,  an  exclu- 
sive command  of  freight  at  their  own  prices 
capriciously,  or  perhaps  pai^tially,  granted 
or  conceded,  woiud  wholly  defeat  the  osten- 
sible object  sought  for  by  his  noble  Friend. 


The  whole  history  of  the  Company^  and 
its  conduct  from  its  origin,  180  yeara 
back,  was  condemnatory  of  the  grant. 
The  original  charter  of  1670  partook  of 
the  lofty  claims  of  prerogative  of  the 
Stuarts.  It  gave  exclusive  rights  of  trad- 
ing to  Prince  Rupert  and  the  newly-con- 
stituted corporation  in  all  the  lands  in 
North  America,  which  could  be  approached 
by  land  or  by  water  from  Hudson's  Bay, 
and  which  lands  were  not  in  the  possession 
of  any  other  Christian  Power.  This  grant 
extended  over  more  than  2,500  square 
miles.  It  was  not  wonderful  that  the 
validity  of  this  charter  should  have  been 
doubted.  Accordingly,  in  1690,  a  Bill 
was  introduced  into  Parliament  confirm- 
ing the  charter.  The  history  of  these 
proceedings  was  curious.  The  Act  as  ori- 
ginally applied  for  was  perpetual ;  but  on 
the  third  reading,  a  clause  was  introduced 
limiting  its  duration  to  ten  years.  The 
House  of  Commons,  which  evidently  ap- 
pears to  have  felt  itself  aggrieved,  passed 
a  Standing  Order  contemporaneously,  pro- 
hibiting, in  future,  the  reception  of  any 
Bill  confirming  a  charter,  unless  the  char- 
ter itself  were  specifically  recited  in  the 
Bill.  But  the  House  of  Lords  was  even  more 
scrupulous  than  the  Commons.  The  du- 
ration of  the  Bill  was  still  farther  limited; 
it  was  reduced  fi'om  ten  years  to  seven, 
and  in  that  form  was  passed.  A  subse- 
quent application  was  made  to  Parliament 
for  a  renewal  of  this  Act,  but  without  suc- 
cess, and  the  Act  had  never  since  been  re- 
newed. Was  it  not  evident  from  these 
facts  that  the  Company  themselves  acknow- 
ledged the  invalidity  of  their  charter  with- 
out the  confirmatory  Act,  and  that  after 
the  expiry  of  that  Act  the  charter  must 
be  considered  invalid  ?  Subsequently  in 
the  year  1749,  the  complaints  addressed 
to  Parliament  against  the  Company  were 
almost  universal.  Petitions  were  present- 
ed from  Chester,  Newcastle,  Hull,  Leeds, 
Manchester,  Liverpool,  Lancaster,  Kendal, 
Whitehaven,  Bristol,  Carlisle,  Wakefield, 
and  other  commercial  towns.  They  prayed 
for  freedom  of  trade  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Company.  They  impugned  the  char- 
ter.    They  complamed  that — 

'*  An  important  trade  was  locked  up  in  the 
hands  of  a  few  to  the  detriment  of  the  many  ;  that 
the  Company  only  employed  a  few  ihips,  to  the 
detriment  of  the  nation  ;  and  that  the  Company 
had  made  but  few  settlements,  and  those  mainly  of 
their  own  hired  servants,  every  public  benefit  be- 
ing neglected." 

A  Select  Committee  was  appointed,  and 
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reported  facts  fully  confirming  these  com- 
plaints, which  were  all  couched  in  lan- 
guage applicahle  to  the  present  state  of 
things.  But  the  matter  was  dropped. 
Financial  embarrassments  were  not  pecu- 
liar to  the  present  times.  It  was  felt  that 
a  supercession  of  the  charter  would  have 
cast  on  the  public  the  duty  and  the  ex- 
pense of  governing  the  country.  England 
was  not  rich  enough  to  do  what  was  right 
and  just,  and  the  matter  was  allowed  to 
drop.  He  must  also  remind  the  House  of 
the  violence,  lawlessness,  and  bloodshed 
whicli  were  proved  before  Parliament  in 
1819  to  have  taken  place  in  the  case  of  the 
Red  River  settlement.  These  facts  were 
proved  in  official  documents  laid  before  Par- 
fiament,  on  which  occasion  Mr.  Edward  El- 
lice,  though  stating  himself  to  be  a  large 
shareholder  in  the  Company,  gave  evidence 
to  their  unfitness  to  undertake  colonisation. 
His  words  were  remarkable,  and  were  ap- 
plicable and  conclusive  at  the  present 
time : — 

**  Though  Lord  Selkirk's  primary  and  principal 
object  was  colonisation,  yet  he  must  be  pardoned 
for  saying  that  it  had  afterwards  become  connect- 
ed with  purposes  of  trade.  The  noble  Lord  was 
a  considerable  proprietor  in  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  ;  and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  if 
his  Lordship's  only  object  was  colonisation,  he 
should  not  have  embarked  in  trade.  He  (Mr. 
Ellice)  was  a  considerable  proprietor  in  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  ;  and  when  the  plan  of  coloni- 
sation was  first  proposed,  he,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
shareholders,  entered  his  protest  against  it.  The 
opinion  of  the  late  Attorney  General,  now  Chief 
^ron  of  Scotland,  was,  that  the  Crown  ^had  no 
right  to  grant  the  land  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany." 

At  that  time  an  opinion  was  given  by  law- 
yers of  the  very  highest  eminence,  who 
agreed  in  questioning  the  validity  of  the 
charter.  That  opinion  was  signed  by  Sir 
Arthur  Pigot,  Mr.  Brougham,  and  Mr. 
Spankic,  and  it  contains  the  following  pas- 


"  By  the  temporary  Act  of  2nd  William  and 
Mary,  for  confirming  to  the  Governor  and  Com- 
pany their  privilege  and  trade,  the  duration  of 
that  confirmation  is  expressly  limited  to  seven 
years,  and  to  the  end  of  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament, and  no  longer.  Part  of  the  preamble  to 
the  Act  is,  in  fact,  a  legislative  declaration  of 
the  insufficiency  of  the  charter  for  the  purposes 
professed  in  it,  without  the  authority  of  the  Le- 
gislature, and  which  authority  ceased  entirely 
soon  after  the  expiration  of  the  seven  years  after 
that  passed. 

II  •  •  There  are  various  clauses  in  the  char- 
ter— ^particularly  those  empowering  the  Company 
to  impose  fines  and  penalties,  to  seize  and  confis- 
cate goods  and  ships,  and  seize  by  arrest  the  per- 
sons of  interlopers,  and  compel  them  to  give  secu- 
rity in  1,000/. — which  are  altogether  illegal,  and 
were  always  so  admitted." 


On  these  grounds  he  contended  that  the 
Company  was  altogether  unfit  to  be  trusted 
with  the  duties  of  government,  and  con> 
tended  that  the  Parliamentary  inquiries  of 
1749  and  1819  had  proved  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  professions  of  this  Company, 
they  had  exhibited  a  total  forgetfulness  of 
those  moral  obligations  which  were  con- 
nected with  the  functions  of  a  Govern- 
ment. Nor  did  he  believe  them  to  have 
advanced  the  progress  of  religion  or  civil- 
isation within  their  territories;  what  had 
been  done  was,  he  believed,  mainly  attri- 
butable to  the  religious  societies  of  thid 
country;  and  the  conduct  of  the  Company 
towards  the  Indians  was  alleged  to  have 
been  oppressive.  Memorials  setting  forth 
these  facts  were  now  lying  in  the  Colonial 
Office.  Such  were  the  circumstances  which 
had  induced  him  to  bring  the  matter  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving — 

"  For  Copies  of  the  Correspondence  between 
the  Government  and  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
and  for  other  Papers  relating  to  the  Grant  of 
Vancouver's  Island  to  that  Association." 

Earl  GREY:  I  am  very  much  in- 
debted to  my  noble  Friend  for  bringing  this 
question  before  the  House,  because  I  find, 
from  my  noble  Friend *s  speech,  that  he  is 
entirely  ignorant  of  the  nature  of  the  ar- 
rangement with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, and  the  grounds  on  which  that  ar- 
rangement was  contemplated.  I  presume 
that  my  noble  Friend,  with  all  his  acute- 
ness  and  with  all  his  research,  has  failed  in 
acquiring  a  correct  knowledge  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  am  very  glad  to  have  this  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  what  really  is  intended 
to  be  done,  and  what  are  the  intentions  of 
the  Government.  In  the  outset  of  his 
speech,  my  noble  Friend  entered  into  the 
natural  adantages  of  Vancouver's  Island. 
I  have  no  reason  to  controvert  anything 
which  he  said  upon  that  part  of  the  case. 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  because  I  believe 
that  it  is  a  most  valuable  possession,  and 
that  it  is  an  island  which  it  is  of  the  ut- 
most importance  for  the  interests  of  this 
country  to  secure,  that  I  venture  to  ask 
this  House  to  approve  what  we  have  done. 
It  is  true,  by  right  of  treaty  this  country 
has  been  settled  upon  us;  it  is  equally  true 
that  if  this  right  were  not  acted  upon,  the 
practical  right  of  the  territory  would  be- 
come lost  to  us.  It  is  abundantly  evident 
from  the  symptoms  which  exist,  that  the 
land  would  become  occupied  with  squatters, 
whom  neither  the  Americans  nor  ourselves 
would  be  able  to  restrain,  and  in  the  course 
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of  a  few  years  the  practical  possession  of 
the  island  would  hecome  lost  to  the  Eng- 
lish nation.  I  hare  lately  heen  informed 
that  there  are  a  certain  sect  called  Mor- 
monites,  who,  having  been  forced  to  quit 
the  United  States,  are  thinking  of  moving 
in  a  body,  and  setting  themselves  up  in 
Vancouver's  Island.  It  is  obvious,  when 
an  eligible  territory  is  left  to  lie  waste,  un- 
subdued to  the  use  of  man,  it  is  impossible 
to  prevent  persons  from  taking  irregular 
possession  of  the  land.  We  have  found  it 
impossible  in  all  our  dominions  to  restrain 
such  persons.  The  Government  of  the 
United  States  will  equally  be  unable  to 
prevent  such  an  occurrence,  and  unless  the 
island  is  regularly  settled  and  regularly 
colonised,  it  is  quite  certain  that  it  will  be 
irregularly  colonised  by  squatters.  This 
being  the  state  of  the  case,  how  is  Van- 
couver's Island  to  be  settled  ?  If  this 
country  had  a  very  large  surplus  revenue 
free  to  be  engaged  in  expensive  under- 
takings, it  might  have  been  very  advan- 
tageous to  have  asked  Parliament  for  a 
grant  of  50,000/.,  to  be  followed  up  by 
succeeding  gi-ants  of  20,000/.  or  30,000/. 
for  several  years  to  come;  and  without 
such  a  demand  being  assented  to  by  Par- 
liament, it  would  have  been  utterly  impos- 
sible to  have  colonised  the  island.  I  be- 
lieve no  fact  is  better  established  than  that 
a  large  expenditure  is  necessary  to  colo- 
nise a  territory  with  any  advantage.  It  is 
quite  obvious  under  present  circumstances 
it  would  be  utterly  unjustifiable  to  propose 
any  such  expenditure  ;  therefore,  either 
Vancouver's  Island  must  have  been  left  a 
barren  waste,  without  any  measures  being 
taken  to  colonise  it,  or  else  some  means 
must  be  found  independent  of  Parlia- 
mentary assistance  to  make  a  settlement 
upon  the  island.  How  was  this  to  be  ac- 
complished ?  I  believe  the  only  possible 
way  was  by  entering  into  an  arrangement 
with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  They 
undertake,  in  consideration  of  a  grant  of 
the  land,  to  settle  and  colonise  the  island. 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  I  think  that 
this  is  a  very  advantageous  arrangement. 
My  noble  Friend  says  that  it  is  a  very 
reckless  one,  and  he  alluded  to  a  speech 
of  mine  made  some  two  years  ago,  where  I 
expressed  myself  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  disposing  of  the  land  by  sale  and  not  by 
grant.  There  is  no  inconsistency  between 
that  statement  and  the  present  policy  of 
the  Government.  If  the  Government  was 
going  to  meet  the  expense,  and  had  dis- 
posed of  the  land  to  settlers,  undoubtedly 


the  sale  of  the  land  would  have  been  the 
proper  course.  But  if  we  do  not  choose  to 
undertake  that  expense,  the  only  course 
that  remains  open  to  us  is,  to  place  some 
other  authority  over  the  territory,  to  make 
them  the  trustees  of  the  duties  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  make  them  a  grant  of  the 
land.  I  am  persuaded  that  if  this  enter- 
prise be  well  managed  by  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  it  will  only  give  them  a  fair 
return  for  the  outlay  of  their  capital.  That 
it  can  do  more  is  hardly  possible.  The 
land  at  present  is  entirely  valueless.  No 
matter  how  fine  the'soil,  or  however  great 
the  natural  advantages,  when  it  lies  un- 
used or  unoccupied  by  man,  land  is  per- 
fectly valueless.  It  is  only  by  being  settled 
that  land  becomes  of  value;  and  I  am  per- 
fectly persuaded  that  if  this  territory  is  ever 
so  well  managed  by  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  that  they  cannot  realise  more 
than  a  moderate  remuneration  upon  their 
outlay.  The  principle  upon  which  they 
will  proceed  will  be  this,  they  will  sell 
the  land  in  retail  —  in  small  portions 
to  settlers,  and  the  money  thus  obtain- 
ed must  be  devoted  to  the  purposes  of 
colonisation.  This  was  the  course  pursued 
towards  the  New  Zealand  Company.  They 
obtained  a  grant  of  1,000,000  of  acres 
which  they  disposed  of  to  the  settlers,  ap- 
plying the  money  so  received  to  the  ex- 
penses of  colonisation.  This  is  precisely 
the  aiTangement  which  is  made  with  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company.  They  have  re- 
ceived a  grant  of  land  which  is  at  present 
utterly  valueless.  The  noble  Lord  drew  a 
distinction  between  the  manner  in  which 
the  grant  of  Labuan  had  been  made  to  the 
Eastern  Archipelago  Company,  and  the 
manner  in  which  this  grant  had  been  made 
of  Vancouver's  Island.  In  Labuan  the 
Company  had  been  made  a  present  of  a 
large  tract  of  coal.  The  cases  were  dif- 
ferent. Labuan  was  a  settlement  sur- 
rounded by  fully  colonised  districts,  where 
labour  could  be  obtained  in  any  quantity.  I 
had  only  two  days  ago  an  account  from  Sir 
James  Brooke  that  the  contract  for  building 
the  Government  house  only  amounted  to 
650/.  Everybody  will  agree  that  it  is  the 
cheapest  Government  house  that  ever  was 
built;  and  it  is  a  very  excellent  house  into 
the  bargain.  Labuan  possesses  the  ad- 
vantages of  being  surrounded  by  colonised 
districts — it  has  the  advantage  of  being  in 
the  vicinity  of  Singapore.  Parliamentary 
arrangements  were  made,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  asked  Parliament 
for  pecuniary  assistance.    When  the  colo** 
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nists  got  their  coals,  the  royalties  would 
be  paid,  and  cheap  coals  would  thus  be  ob- 
tained for  the  service  of  Her  Majesty's 
mails.  In  Vancouver's  Island  they  in- 
tended to  let  the  mines  be  worked  by  other 
parties,  who  would  pay  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  for  the  privilege.  This  being 
the  general  design  of  the  grant,  I  think 
that  it  is  a  very  reasonable  design,  when 
the  Government  would  not  take  the  ex- 
pense of  a  settlement  upon  its  own  respon- 
sibility. The  Government,  therefore,  pro- 
vided that  the  settlement  should  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  a  Company,  who  were  to 
act  as  trustees.  But  then  my  noble  Friend 
says,  in  making  this  arrangement  the  go- 
vernment of  this  future  colony  has  been 
quite  forgotten.  I  thought  that  my  noble 
Friend  had  too  much  acquaintance  with 
the  manner  in  which  business  is  transacted, 
to  have  fallen  into  this  error.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  in  these  documents  only 
final  results  have  been  stated.  This  is  the 
course  which  has  been  always  adopted  in 
transactions  of  this  nature;  but  from  the 
very  earliest  communication  which  has 
taken  place  between  myself  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  Sir  G.  Grey,  this  subject  has 
not  been  lost  sight  of.  As  long  as  these 
subjects  are  matters  of  discussion,  investi") 
gation,  and  of  private  conversation  between 
the  parties  concerned,  it  is  far  better  that 
they  should  not  be  adverted  to,  until  they 
can  bo  placed  before  Parliament  in  a  proper 
shape.  The  government  of  the  colony 
must  be  provided  for  in  the  only  way  in 
which  it  can  be  done  without  appealing  to 
Parliament.  It  will  be  done  in  the  way 
which  has  heretofore  been  pursued  :  the 
issue  of  the  authority  of  the  Crown  to  a 
governor  to  act  as  such,  the  legislative 
power  being  entrusted  to  an  assembly 
elected  by  the  settlers,  and  a  council  to 
assist  the  governor  being  nominated  by  the 
Crown.  This  is  the  constitution  of  almost 
all  our  colonies.  With  regard  to  con- 
quered colonies,  the  Crown  has  power  to 
legislate  by  an  Order  in  Council;  but  Lord 
Mansfield  has  laid  down  the  doctrine  that 
the  Crown  has  not  that  right  in  uncon- 
quered  colonies,  but  that  they  are  entitled 
to  a  representative  assembly  to  legislate 
according  to  their  own  views.  So  late  as 
1832,  when  I  held  a  different  situation  in 
the  department  which  I  now  occupy.  Lord 
Eipon  issued  a  commission  to  the  Governor 
of  Newfoundland,  by  which  an  elective  as- 
sembly was  created.  So  much  with  regard 
to  the  form  of  government  which  is  to  be 
adopted  in  thift  colony;  and  this  at  once 


disposes  of  all  those  visions  of  my  noble 
Friend  which  he  has  had  upon  exclusive 
trade.  But  although  these  colonists  may 
not  have  the  right  of  trading  with  any  of 
those  districts  where  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  possess  an  exclusive  privilege, 
yet  they  inll  have  the  unlimited  right  of 
trading  with  all  the  rest  of  the  world,  sub- 
ject only  to  those  laws  already  enforced  by 
previous  Acts  of  Parliament.  The  land  is 
only  given  to  the  Company  as  trustees  to  act 
for  the  public  for  the  purpose  of  colonisa- 
tion. My  noble  Friend  says  that  we  have 
taken  a  very  inadequate  security  from  the 
Company.  I  think  that  we  have  taken 
ample  security.  At  the  end  of  five  years  the 
grant  is  resumable,  if  settlements  are  not 
formed.  But  the  real  security  is  the  power 
of  resumption  altogether  at  the  end  of 
eleven  years,  when  also  the  exclusive  pri- 
vilege of  trade  will  cease.  At  that  time 
it  is  proposed  that  the  Crown  shall  have 
the  power  of  resuming  the  land,  merely 
paying  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  the 
value  of  their  bmldings  and  settlements. 
I  do  not  know  what  more  can'  be  desired. 
If  the  Company  form  private  settlements 
in  the  colony,  at  a  very  moderate  outlay, 
we  shall  regain  possession  of  the  land. 
My  noble  Friend  says,  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Governor  by  the  Company 
is  not  consistent  with  the  rights  of  the 
Crown. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  :  Is  not  consistent 
with  the  claims  of  the  Crown. 

Earl  GREY  :  There  is  no  dispute  upon 
this  point.  The  Company  are  willing  to 
vest  the  appointment  of  the  Governor  in 
the  hands  of  the  Crown.  There  are  two 
reasons  which  both  appear  to  me  conclu- 
sive for  making  this  arrangement  with  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company.  No  parties 
came  forward  with  anything  like  the  ca- 
pital necessary  for  the  undertaking.  My 
noble  Friend  said,  that  other  parties  of- 
fered themselves.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
such  is  the  case.  But  it  is  equally  true 
that  I  was  quite  ready  to  receive  any  offers 
from  anybody  who  proposed.  Two  or 
three  proposals  were  made,  but  they  feU 
to  the  ground  because  the  parties  did  not 
possess  a  tithe  of  the  means  necessary. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  can  undertake  the  task  at  a  very 
much  less  expense  than  any  other  persons. 
The  Hudson's  Bay  Company  have  also 
settlements  in  Vancouver's  Island.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  extracts  from  despatches  of 
the  Board  of  Management,  dated  the  15th 
of  March,  1847,  and  the  6th  of  November^ 
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1847,  pointing  oat  that  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  possess  yery  considerable  estaV- 
lishments,  and  have  350  acres  of  la^d 
under  cultivation  in  the  island.  The  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company,  therefore,  possess  fa- 
cilities for  carrying  on  this  plan  which  no 
other  parties  possess.  The  exclusive  rights 
of  trade  which  they  possess  for  eleven  years 
longer,  would  have  been  the  greatest  pes- 
flible  difficulty  in  the  way  of  any  other 
company  undertaking  the  colonisation  of 
Vancouver's  Island.  It  is  true  that  Go- 
vernment have  the  power  of  giving  an  ex- 
clusive right  over  property  in  the  colonies; 
but  it  is  clear,  in  common  justice,  that 
these  exclusive  rights  could  not  be  resumed 
by  the  Crown  without  giving  rise  to  a  claim 
for  compensation  to  a  very  large  amount. 
In  common  justice  the  Company  would 
have  a  right  to  have  paid  to  them  the 
value  of  their  rights.  I  must  further  ob- 
serve, that  if  there  did  exist  persons  an- 
xious to  undertake  some  great  scheme  of 
cultivation,  possessing  any  capital,  there  is 
no  particular  reason  for  choosing  Vancou- 
ver 8  Island.  The  dominions  of  the  British 
Crown  are  quite  large  enough,  and  there  is 
every  disposition  on  the  part  of  Govern- 
ment to  render  these  dominions  available. 
The  dominions  are  quite  large  enough  to 
afford  ample  scope  for  colonisation  for  the 
people  of  the  united  kingdom.  In  New 
Zealand,  the  Cape,  and  Australia,  there  is 
almost  an  unlimited  field  for  colonisation; 
and  if  there  are  parties  having  the  means 
of  embarking  in  such  undertaking,  so  long 
as  I  hold  my  present  office,  if  they  will 
come  to  the  Colonial  Office  they  shall  have 
every  possible  support  and  assistance  in 
my  power.  My  noble  Friend  has  said,  that 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  are  utterly 
unfit  to  be  entrusted  with  this  duty  because 
they  proceed  on  a  system  opposed  to  colo- 
nisation— that  they  have  established  great 
fur  preserves — and  that  persons  whose  ob- 
ject was  the  procuring  of  fur  ought  least 
of  all  to  be  entrusted  with  colonisation.  It 
is  quite  true  that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany carry  on  the  fur  trade  to  a  large  ex- 
tent on  the  continent  of  America;  but  I 
am  not  aware  that  there  are  any  fur  ani- 
mals of  consequence  to  be  found  on  Van- 
couver's Island;  and  I  believe  that  the  fur 
establishments  of  the  Company  on  the  con- 
tinent would  be  found  of  great  advantage 
to  the  settlers  on  Vancouver's  Island,  in- 
asmuch as  it  would  give  them  the  advan- 
tage of  supplying  provisions  and  stores  to 
those  settlements.  To  say  that  because 
they  carry  on  the  fur  trade,  they  are  un- 


fit to  colonise  Vancouver's  Island,  is  the 
same  as  saying  that  because  a  noble  Peer 
possesses  a  deer  forest  in  a  part  of  Scot- 
land, he  is  totally  unfit  to  be  a  good  land- 
lord, and  improve  the  value  of  his  estate.  I 
believe  that  tbe  establishments  for  the  fur 
trade  will  give  additional  value  to  the  es- 
tablishments for  the  purpose  of  colonisation 
in  Vancouver's  Island.  I  must  defend  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  against  the  charge 
which  has  been  brought  against  them  of 
maladministration  of  the  territory  which 
they  possess  in  North  America.  It  is 
difficult  to  pass  a  competent  opinion  on 
matters  on  which  information  is  extremely 
defective,  namely,  as  to  the  state  of  the 
enormous  territory  over  which  the  Indians 
run  who  procure  furs  for  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company;  but,  so  far  as  my  information 
extends,  I  believe  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany exercise  their  powers  with  great 
benefit  to  the  Indians,  and  great  advantage 
to  the  cause  of  civilisation  and  humanity. 
They  have  exerted  themselves  to  prevent 
the  introduction  of  spirits  into  those  vast 
regions  over  which  they  possess  exclusive 
rights.  The  Hudson's  Bay  Company  assure 
me  that  they  are  doing  all  that  lies  in  them 
to  promote  civilisation  and  improvement. 
If  we  contrast  the  condition  of  the  terri- 
tory of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  over 
which  they  possess  exclusive  rights,  with 
the  condition  of  that  territory  in  which  the 
traders  of  the  United  States  are  allowed, 
without  check  or  control,  to  compete  with 
each  other,  there  is  no  question  of  the  su- 
periority. They  have  established  a  strict 
and  severe  police,  and  I  do  not  suppose 
that  if  the  power  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  were  withdrawn,  it  would  be 
possible  for  Government  to  supply  their 
places.  The  expense  of  attempting  to 
maintain  a  police  force  over  those  regions 
would  be  utterly  impracticable;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  unless  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany were  acting  under  the  spur  of  self- 
interest,  and  managing  their  great  con- 
cerns in  an  able  and  efficient  manner,  they 
would  not  be  able  to  maintain  the  system. 
Under  that  system  the  Indians  are  improv- 
ing— many  agricultural  settlements  have 
been  established,  particularly  on  the  Red 
River.  I  hold  in  my  hand  extracts  from 
letters  from  Lord  Elgin  and  Mr.  Croft,  an 
officer  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and 
against  this  testimony  I  cannot  set  up 
the  petition  of  the  noble  Lord,  which 
comes  only  with  the  single  testimony  of 
the  individual  who  presents  it.  I  justify 
the  grant  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Companj  M 
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trustees  to  the  public  for  the  colonisation 
of  the  island,  upon  the  ground  that  unless 
they  had  undertaken  the  task,  it  would 
not  have  been  undertaken  at  all;  and  that 
Vancouver's  Island  would,  in  the  course  of 
a  few  years,  have  passed  from  the  domi- 
nion of  the  British  Crown.  The  grant  to 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  is  not  finally 
passed;  but  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks,  I 
trust  it  will  pass.  I  have  no  intention  of 
suspending  it;  but  it  is  intended  that,  be- 
fore any  grant  shall  finally  issue,  this  sub- 
ject shall  be  further  considered  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  of  Trade 
and  Plantations ;  and  if  any  further  con- 
ditions appear  to  be  expedient  to  be  intro- 
duced, to  insure  the  due  performance  by 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  of  the  duty 
which  they  distinctly  consider  imposed  on 
them  by  this  grant,  they  will  be  intro- 
duced. On  referring  to  the  correspond- 
ence, they  say  that  they  look  to  no  pecu- 
niary profit  beyond  fair  interest  on  their 
capital;  and  if  conditions  are  introduced 
to  secure  more  completely  the  due  per- 
formance of  the  intentions  of  this  agree- 
meut,  those  conditions  will  be  cheerfully 
and  readily  assented  to  by  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  heard  with  much  satisfaction  some 
part  of  his  noble  Friend's  explanation, 
though  he  could  not  flatter  him  by  saying 
that  he  had  justified  his  proposed  grant 
to  the  JEudson's  Bay  Company.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  whole  question  of  the  grant 
and  its  conditions  would  be  subject  to  re- 
examination before  the  Privy  Council.  He 
trusted  that  the  grant  of  the  coal  mines, 
and  the  principles  on  which  the  land  was 
to  be  hereafter  alienated  by  the  Company, 
whether  by  sale  or  lease,  would  be  care- 
fully attended  to.  His  noble  Friend  had 
stated  that  he  had  not  contemplated  char- 
ging either  rent  or  royalty  for  these  mines, 
and  that  Mr.  Ilawes's  reference  to  the  con- 
tract at  Labuan  only  related  to  possible 
contracts  between  the  Company  and  their 
future  lessees.  It  was  evident  that  such 
was  not  the  interpretation  put  upon  the 
proposal,  at  the  time,  either  by  Mr.  Hawes 
or  Captain  Pelly.  If  it  had  been  so  un- 
derstood, why  should  the  latter  have  re- 
jected it  **  as  clogging  the  grant  with  a 
payment  to  the  mother  country  ?  "  Why 
should  Mr.  Hawes  have  referred  to  the 
conditions  imposed  at  Labuan  as  ''a 
guide  to  the  proposals  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company?"  Two  statements  of  the 
noble  Loi^  were  deserving  of  special  no- 


tice. The  one,  his  admission  that  ihe 
grant  was  made  to  the  Company  as  trus- 
tees for  the  people  of  England.  He  (Lord 
Monteagle)  wished  that  the  terms  of  this 
trust  should  be  clearly  laid  down  and  de- 
fined, and  some  mode  of  enforcing  them 
provided.  The  other  explanation  was  the 
important  admission  that  no  monopoly,  or 
exclusive  right  of  trade  possessed  or  claim- 
ed by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  on  the 
continent,  should  be,  directly  or  indirectly, 
exercised  within  the  island.  The  settlers 
were  to  be  free  from  all  monopoly  and  re- 
stramts,  beyond  those  of  trading  with  the 
natives  in  the  territories  on  the  continent 
within  which  the  privileges  of  the  Company 
were  stated  to  exist.  These  explanations 
so  given  by  the  Colonial  Minister,  were  a 
justification  and  a  reward  to  him,  for  hav- 
ing brought  the  matter  forward,  and  would 
be  some  small  return  to  their  Lordships  for 
the  encroachment  on  their  time  and  atten- 
tion, of  which  he  had  been  guilty. 
Motion  was  agreed  to. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL. 
The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  in  mov- 
ing  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  called 
their  Lordships*  attention  to  what  were 
the  objects  of  the  Bill,  and  what  were  the 
remedies  it  proposed.  In  the  first  place* 
it  was  merely  a  provision  for  inquiry  ;  it 
affected  no  interest;  it  interfered  with  no 
rights;  it  proposed  only  a  machinery  by 
which  investigation  might  take  place  in 
matters  which  their  Lordships  would  not 
hesitate  for  one  moment  to  say  required 
investigation,  namely,  corrupt  practices  at 
the  election  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  If  such  corruption  existed,  it 
was  most  important  to  ascertain  to  what 
extent  it  existed,  in  order  that  Parliament 
might  apply  a  remedy  to  so  great  a  griev- 
ance. If  there  was  an  interference  with 
the  rights  of  voters,  their  Lordships  would 
not  let  it  rest  without  exhausting  all  the 
means  in  their  power  to  prevent  the  griev- 
ances arising  from  such  an  evil.  He  would 
call  their  attention  to  tho  evidence  as  it 
stood — as  it  had  been  ascertained  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session.  After  the 
last  general  election  many  matters  came 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  shape  of  petitions,  ques- 
tioning the  return  of  certain  Members. 
In  the  course  of  the  investigation  many 
seats  were  questioned  on  the  ground  of  cor- 
rupt practices  having  taken  place  at  the 
election;  but  as  soon  as  the  Committee  had 
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ascertained  the  fi^t  one  way  or  the  other, 
that  there  had  heen  corrupt  practices,  then 
the  functions  of  the  Committee  were  at  an 
end  ;  they  had  no  jurisdiction  vested  in 
them  to  pursue  the  inquiry,  to  ascertain  to 
what  extent  these  practices  might  have 
heen  adopted  ;  hut  their  jurisdiction  ter- 
minated with  the  inquiry  as  to  the  validity 
of  the  return,  and  the  title  of  the  Member 
to  retain  his  seat.  Again,  this  constantly 
occurred.  When  it  became  evident  that 
there  was  every  probability  of  the  dis- 
closure of  corrupt  practices,  it  became  the 
interest  of  both  parties  to  keep  this  abuse 
out  of  sight,  and,  by  some  arrangement 
amongst  themselves,  to  prevent  the  Com- 
mittee further  investigating  a  matter  which  ^ 
was  thought  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  in- 
terests of  either  party.  In  either  of  these 
cases,  the  functions  of  the  Committee  were 
paralysed.  Therq  had  been  evidence  suf- 
ficient, although  obtained  incidentally  only, 
to  show  that,  to  a  great  extent,  and  in  a 
great  variety  of  boroughs,  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  existed.  In  all  the  boroughs 
contained  in  the  schedule,  there  was  a  re- 
port verifying  the  fact  of  corrupt  practices; 
and  as  to  many  the  Committee  made  spe- 
cial reports  that  such  corrupt  practices  had 
been  carried  into  effect  to  a  very  consider- 
able extent.  What,  then,  became  the 
duty  of  Parliament  ?  Was  it  to  do  no- 
thing, and  to  allow  such  acts  to  be  re- 
peated on  some  other  occasion  ?  Was 
Parliament  so  indifferent  as  to  the  means 
of  correcting  such  abuses,  that  it  would 
not  entertain  the  question,  and  endeavour 
to  put  an  end  to  a  system  which  every 
man  would  reprobate  as  productive  of 
much  evil,  as  demoralising  especially  the 
places  in  which  such  practices  prevailed  ? 
The  House  of  Commons  had,  therefore, 
sent  to  their  Lordships  a  Bill  merely  ar- 
ranging the  machinery  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  these  practices  ;  not  for  the 
purpose  of  interfering  with  the  existing 
rights  and  privileges  of  any  person,  but 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring  to 
ascertain  to  what  extent  the  practice  had 
prevailed,  for  the  purpose  that,  when  the 
inquiry  was  concluded,  and  Parliament 
was  in  possession  of  the  facts,  some  pro- 
vision might  be  made  with  the  view  of 
checking  the  evil.  That  was  the  principle 
of  the  proposed  measure — ^it  was  suggested 
from  the  beginning  of  the  Bill  to  the  end ; 
and  to  show  that  that  was  the  object,  and 
that  it  had  no  other  object  but  to  ascertain 
future  legislation,  he  would  call  their  Lord- 
ahips'  attention  to  a  particular  claose  which 
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they  might  be  surprised  to  find,  but  which 
was  perfectly  consistent  with  the  other 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  It  provided  that  a 
witness  who  might  have  been  examined, 
and  might  have  given  evidence  before 
either  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
vestigation, or  before  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
should  not  be  a  witness  in  any  action  or 
prosecution  which  might  be  instituted  re- 
lative to  the  transaction  to  which  the  wit- 
ness might  have  deposed.  It  was  pro- 
vided that  the  witness  himself  should  be 
protected  against  any  consequences  per- 
sonal to  himself ;  but  then  it  was  suggest- 
^,  and  he  thought  rightly  suggested,  con- 
sistently with  the  principle  on  which  the 
Bill  proceeded,  that,  although  a  particular 
witness  might  be  protected,  his  evidence 
might  give  rise  to  proceedings  against 
others  ;  and,  as  the  object  was  that  no 
man  should  suffer,  but  that  the  investi- 
gation should  be  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  informing  Parliament,  the  Act  pro- 
tected not  only  the  witness  himself,  but 
others,  from  the  consequences  of  his  evi- 
dence. With  the  facts  that  had  been 
disclosed,  with  the  knowledge  which  every 
individual  possessed  in  a  greater  or  less 
degree  of  the  practices  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  would  this  House  refuse  to  co-ope- 
rate with  the  House  of  Commons  in  pass- 
ing a  Bill  the  object  of  which  was,  if  pos- 
sible, to  enable  Parliament  hereafter,  by 
some  legislative  measure,  to  prevent  a  re- 
petition of  the  offences  ?  He  could  not  be- 
lieve that  any  of  their  Lordships  would 
refuse  co-operation  with  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  being  the  object  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  state  what  was  the  plan  of 
this  Bill.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
having  described  the  mode  in  which  the 
Commissioners  were  to  be  appointed,  and 
the  manner  of  conducting  their  inquiries, 
proceeded  to  say,  that  upon  the  principle 
of  this  measure  there  could  be  no  differ- 
ence of  opinion.  He  asked  their  Lordships, 
then,  to  sanction  the  principle,  seeing  that 
it  had  received  the  assent  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  there  would  be  other  op- 
portunities of  considering  the  details.  The 
object  was  neither  more  nor  less  than  to 
investigate,  not  alleged  but  proved  mal- 
practices in  the  several  boroughs  named  in 
the  schedule,  and  into  those  of  other  bo- 
roughs should  any  hereafter  occur.  Surely 
their  Lordships  would  not  refuse  their  as- 
sent to  an  inquiry  which  the  House  of 
Commons  deemed  essential  to  the  purity 
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of  the  representation.  But  it  was  objected 
that  it  was  too  late  in  the  Session  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  measure.  He  could  under- 
stand the  force  of  such  an  objection  if  the 
measure  proposed  to  ,  interfere  with  the 
rights  and  interests  of  Parliament;  but 
that  was  not  its  intention;  and  the  only 
question  for  their  Lordships  was,  whether 
the  J  would  consent  to  the  machinery  for 
inyestigation.  If  they  acquiesced  in  the 
necessity  for  a  remedy,  why  should  they 
hesitate  to  approve  of  inquiry,  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  remedy  should  be  applied 
hereafter?  He  repeated,  that  this  Bill  had 
been  much  discussed  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; and  if  their  Lordships  now  refused 
to  sanction  it,  and  corrupt  practices  should 
be  repeated,  no  very  long  time  would  elapse 
before  another  measure  would  be  brought 
in.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  concluded 
by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  second 
time. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  wished  to  observe 
the  greatest  possible  courtesy  towards  the 
other  House  of  Parliament;  but  in  agree- 
ing to  the  Motion  for  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  he  must  guard  himself  against 
sanctioning  the  principles  it  involved,  more 
than  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
woolsack  seemed  to  think  necessary.  He 
desired  it  to  be  distinctly  understood,  then, 
that  the  sole  principle  in  the  Bill  to  which 
he  consented  was  this,  that  it  was  expe- 
dient to  inquire  into  corrupt  practices  at 
elections.  As  to  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure, he  was  not  competent  to  form  a 
judgment  upon  them,  as  the  print  of  it  had 
only  been  delivered  that  morning.  He 
might,  however,  say  that  he  considered 
the  proposal  of  sending  a  Commissioner  to 
make  inquiries  upon  the  recommendation 
of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
most  objectionable.  Never,  since  the  days 
of  the  Star  Chamber,  had  such  arbitrary 
powers  been  possessed  by  any  individual. 
The  Commissioner,  it  appeared,  was  to 
report,  not  to  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
to  Her  Majesty,  and  then  his  report  was 
to  be  presented  to  both  Houses.  The  in- 
quiry was  then  to  be  accepted  by  both 
Houses — a  proposal  of  which  he  did  not 
approve.  As  he  had  stated,  he  should 
offer  no  opposition  to  the  second  reading, 
but  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  further  press- 
ed; and  he  would  then  move  a  resolution 
to  the  effect  that  the  Bill  contained  princi- 
ples of  too  great  importance  to  be  adopted 
by  that  House  without  ample  time  for  dis- 
cussion; that  it  was  not  expedient  to  de- 
liberate upon  those  principles  at  this  late 


period  of  the  Session;  but  that  the  Hotise 
acknowledged  the  great  importance  of  the 
subject,  and  would  be  prepared  to  give  its 
attention  to  any  Bill  for  the  prevention  of 
corrupt  practices  that  might  be  brought  in 
during  the  next  or  any  subsequent  Session. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  trusted  it 
would  not  be  said  that  any  want  of  respect 
was  shown  to  the  wishes  of  the  other  House 
with  regard  to  the  practices  of  which  they 
had  a  just  right  to  complain. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  whilst  he  gave  the  noble  Lord  credit 
for  correct  views  as  to  the  propriety  of  not 
proceeding  with  the  Bill  at  this  period  of 
the  Session,  he  felt  a  considerable  degree 
of  embarrassment  as  to  the  course  to  be 
pursued.     After  all,  that  House  had  as 
great  an  interest  in  the  purity  of  election* 
and  in  all  the  circumstances  which  tended 
to  the  purity  of  election  being  correctly 
provided  for  by  law,  as  the  other  House. 
Nevertheless,  considering  the  importance 
attached  by  the  other  House  to  the  ques- 
tion which  had  resulted  in  this  measure, 
the   number  of   investigations    that   had 
taken  place,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
corruption  to  a  large  extent  prevailed,  so 
as  to  make  it  necessary  to  suspend  the 
writs,  or  in  other  words  to  suspend  the 
constitution  so  far  as  concerned  those  par« 
ticular  boroughs,  there  appeared  to  be  no 
prospect  of  amending  such  a  state  of  things 
but  by  a  measure  of  this  description.     He, 
therefore,  felt  very  great  difficulty,  even 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  in  aban- 
doning the  hope  that  an  effectual  remedy 
might  be  adopted,  because  it  was  most 
material  it  should  not  go  forth  that  there 
existed,  upon  the  part  of  either  that  House 
or  the  other,  any  sort  of  disinclination  or 
hesitation  to  prevent  corrupt  pr^tices  at 
elections.     At  the  same  time,  he  was  will* 
ing  to  attend  to  any  suggestions  that  might 
have  the  effect  of  convincing  the  public 
and  the  House  of  Commons  that  that  House 
was  not  indifferent  to  the  matter.     Put  in 
order  that  they  might  provide  the  remedy 
which    was    most    desirable,   particularly 
where  differences  of  opinion  existed,  as  he 
knew  they  did  exist,  among  persons  of  the 
highest  authority,  with  regaid  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  he  was  most  desirous,  if 
it  could  be  done  consistently  with  the  re- 
spect  due   to  the   opinions   to  which  he 
alluded,  that  more  ample  time  should  be 
afforded  for  consideration.     He  therefore 
readily  acceded  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lord;  and  he  was  convinced  that  if 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  now  pressed. 
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the  second  readmg,  it  would  be  only  with 
the  view  of  affirming  thiB  principle  in  the 
limited  sense,  that  it  was  expedient  to  pro- 
vide more  effectual  remedies  than  now  ex- 
isted to  prevent  corrupt  practices  at  elec- 
tions. 

Lord  DENMAN  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
come  down  to  the  House  for  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  opposing  this  measure.  In  his 
opinion,  it  was  liahle  to  objections  of  every 
description,  both  as  to  the  powers  it  gave, 
and  as  to  the  lateness  of  the  period  for 
entering  upon  a  discussion  of  them.  He 
entirely  approved,  however,  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  if  that  principle  was  under- 
stood to  be  the  correction  and  punishment 
of  corrupt  practices  at  elections. 

The  DuKB  of  ARGYLL,  after  a  most 
careful  examination  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  was  opposed  to  its  further  pro- 
gress during  the  present  Session.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the  woolsack 
said,  that  although  the  Bill  was  introduced 
at  a  late  period  of  the  Session,  it  was  not 
too  late  to  pass  a  measure  of  the  utility  of 
which  there  could  be  no  doubt;  but  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  refer  to  the 
history  of  the  BUI,  he  would  see  there  was 
considerable  doubt  respecting  its  utility. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  he  rejoiced 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  consented  to 
postpone  the  further  progress  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

Bill  read  2«. 

Then  it  was  moved  to  resolve — 

"  Thut  this  Bill,  creating  a  new  Jurisdiction 
for  the  Investigation  of  corrupt  Practices  at  Elec- 
tions for  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  con- 
tains Principles  and  Provisions  of  too  great  Im- 
portance to  be  adopted  and  passed  hj  this  House 
without  ample  Time  being  allowed  for  their  being 
fully  discussed  and  deliberately  considered  ;  and 
it  is  therefore  inexpedient  that  the  same  should  be 
proceeded  with  at  this  lato  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion : 

"  That  this  House  acknowledges  the  great  Im- 
portance of  the  subject,  and  will  be  prepared  to 
give  its  most  earnest  Attention  to  any  Bill  for  the 
effectual  Investigation  and  Correction  of  the  said 
corrupt  Practices  which  may  be  brought  to  them, 
cither  early  in  the  ensuing  Session,  or  at  any  sub- 
sequent Period,  when  due  Time  can  be  allowed 
for  the  proper  Consideration  of  the  same." 

On  question,  agreed  to, 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Marquess  of  Clan- 
RICARDE,  the  House  went  into  Committee. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  earnestly  trusted 
that  the  Bill  would  be  postponed,  and  that 
it  would  not  be  pressed  forward  at  that 
late  period  of  the  Sesaion.    Many  other 


measures  of  greater  importance  had  been 
postponed;  and  by  bringing  this  Bill  for- 
ward next  Session,  it  could,  if  thought 
advisable,  come  into  operation  in  July, 
1849.  He  believed  that  the  Bill  would  be 
unpopular  among  all  parties  in  Ireland, 
and  that  it  was  opposed  to  the  opinions  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Fisheries  in  that 
country. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE  de- 
fended the  Bill.  He  knew  that  his  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  took  a 
deep  interest  in  the  subject  of  the  Irish 
fisheries,  was  most  anxious  to  see  such  a 
measure  promptly  carried  into  eflfect.  There 
had  been  only  one  petition  presented  against 
the  Bill,  and  that  was  signed  by  only  two 
proprietors,  Lord  Stuart  de  Decies,  and 
Sir  Richard  Musgrave,  to  whom  a  portion 
of  the  Blackwater  fishery  belonged;  but 
since  the  Bill  had  been  last  before  the 
House,  he  had  received  several  communi- 
cations from  parties  interested  in  the  sub- 
ject, all  approving  of  the  measure.  The 
noble  Marquess  read  some  extracts  from 
letters  expressing  approbation  of  the  BiU, 
and  concluded  by  stating  that  the  object  of 
the  measure  was  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  poorer  classes  in  Ireland. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Glengall  in  support  of  the  measure. 

Bill  reported. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  August  24,  1848. 

MmuTcs.]    PuBUc  Bills.— 1°  Royal  Military  Aiylum. 

T*  Bateraea  Park,  dtc ;  Taxing  Masten,  Court  of  Chanoary 
(Ireland). 

Reported, — Transfer  of  Landed  Property  (Ireland) ;  Looftl 
Acts;  Ferer  (Ireland). 

30  and  passed;— City  of  London  Seweni  Unlawful  OtHit 
(Ireland) t  Bankrupt'  Release;  Nuiaaooes  and  Contft- 
gious  Diseases. 
PsTiTioKB  PRBsaifTCD. .  By  Lord  George  Bentinck,  tram. 
Agents,  and  Others,  connected  with  the  Came  Brca 
Copper  Mine,  and  trom  several  other  Plaoes  in  Cornwall, 
against  the  Copper  and  Lead  Duties  Bill.— By  Mr. 
Elliott,  from  several  Freeholders  of  the  County  of  Rox- 
burgh, for  Inquiry  into  the  Working  of  the  Exeiaa 
Laws.— By  Mr.  Wakley,  trom  William  Bridle,  late  Oo- 
Temor  of  the  Somerset  County  Gaol,  for  Inquiry  respect- 
ing Ms  Dismissal  fVom  that  Office.— From  John  Evans, 
Medical  Practitioner  to  the  Cardigan  Union,  for  an  in- 
quiry relative  to  the  Conduct  of  the  Offloen  of  that 
Union.— By  Mr.  Munti,  ttoai  Members  of  the  Birming- 
ham Reform  League,  praying  for  Remedial  Measures  for 
the  DUtressed  State  of  the  Country.— By  Mr.  Wakley, 
flrom  Thomas  Ford,  a  Prisoner  in  the  Queen's  Bench 
Prison,  praying  for  an  Inquiry  into  his  Case ;  also  flrom 
William  Cobbett,  likewise  a  Prisoner  in  the  same  Place, 
praying  for  an  Amendment  of  the  Imprisonment  for 
Debt  Act.— From  several  Members  of  the  Royal  CoUcfa 
of  Surgeons,  in  favour  of  Medical  Reform.— By  Mr.  P. 
Scrope,  trom  the  Operatives  of  Nottingham,  for  the  Iih 
cloeiire  at  Waitt  Lnxia. 
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DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS  WITH  THE 
COURT  OF  ROME  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  chair  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 

Mb.  ANSTEY  rose  to  oppose  its  fur- 
ther progress.  The  true  ohject  of  the  Bill 
had  not  heen  laid  hefore  the  House.  He 
had,  on  a  former  occasion,  urged  the  seri- 
ous ohjections  which  were  entertained  by 
the  vast  majority  of  the  Roman  Catholics  to 
this  measure,  but  to  none  of  which  had  the 
noble  Lord  tlie  Member  for  the  city  of 
London,  in  the  course  of  his  speech  on 
this  question,  made  any  reply;  nor  was 
any  reply  made  by  any  Member  who  had 
spoken  in  defence  of  the  Bill.  This  mea- 
sure professed  to  have  a  double  object — 
to  declare  the  law,  which  it  was  said  was 
in  a  doubtful  state;  and  also  to  take  away 
existing  disabilities.  It  was,  therefore, 
at  once  a  declaratory  and  an  enabling  Act, 
which  he  need  not  tell  any  legal  Gentle- 
man in  that  House  was  an  inconsistency. 
Was  it  right  for  the  Government,  after  the 
many  measures  of  universally  admitted  ex- 
cellence which  they  had  recently  withdrawn 
in  consequence  of  the  advanced  period  of 
the  Session,  to  persist  in  bringing  forward 
this  Bill,  which  was  objected  to  by  Roman 
Catholics  as  well  as  Protestants,  and  that 
too  at  a  time  when  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  entertained  the  strongest  objections  to 
it  had  left  town  under  the  impression  that  it 
would  certainly  be  withdrawn  for  the  pre- 
sent ?  Ought  such  a  measure,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, to  be  thus  precipitately  and  in- 
decently hastened  forward  ?  In  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  had  expressed  a 
doubt  as  to  a  statement  which  he  had 
made  on  that  occasion,  to  the  effect  that 
there  had  been  open  and  avowed  diploma- 
tic relations  between  the  Court  of  Rome 
and  the  Court  of  St.  James's  since  the 
time  of  Queen  Mary.  He  would  support 
the  statement  by  two  quotations  from  the 
Annual  Register,  The  first  was  to  be 
found  in  vol.  1.,  p.  65,  of  the  Chronicle, 
under  the  date  of  June  27th,  1808.  [Mr. 
Anstey  read  the  passage,  giving  an  account 
of  the  Nuncio's  audience  of  leave].  The 
second  quotation  was  from  vol.  Ivii.  p.  120, 
of  the  General  History,  [The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  read  the  passage,  contain- 
ing an  extract  from  the  Papal  Allocution 
of  the  4th  September,  1815,  which  gave 
an  account  of  Cardinal  Consalvis's  recep- 
tion at  the  Court  of  the  Prince  Regent  as 


a  Cardinal  Legate,  wearing  the  decorations 
of  that  office,  and  in  which  the  Prince  Re* 
gent  was  thanked  for  "  the  marks  of  kind- 
ness and  attachment  to  our  person,"  with 
which  he  had  received  that  Legate.]  Sure- 
ly, then,  these  merely  diplomatic  relations 
could  still  be  continued  without  the  neces- 
sity of  a  new  law.  There  was  nothing,  he 
reiterated,  in  the  statute  law,  and  certainly 
nothing  in  the  common  law  of  these  realms, 
which  interdicted  political  relations  with  the 
Sovereign  of  the  Roman  States.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell),  indeed,  bad  himself 
stated,  that  he  thought  there  was  nothing 
in  the  laws  of  this  country  to  prohibit  such 
relations.  It  was,  therefore,  evidently  the 
intention  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  pressing 
forward  this  obnoxious  measure,  after  four  ' 
months  of  an  interval,  to  induce  the  Pope, 
by  promises  of  temporal  succour  in  his  pre- 
sent difficulties,  to  accept  the  measure  for 
purposes  which  it  was  well  known  he  ob- 
jected to  when  it  was  passing  through  the 
other  House  of  Parliament;  and  having 
obtained  the  Pope's  assent  to  it,  the  Go- 
vernment would  then  carry  out  the  inten- 
tion with  which  they  had  been  charged, 
and  which  they  had  by  no  means  disavow- 
ed, of**  governing  Ireland  through  Rome." 
It  was  to  British  diplomacy  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  teaching  the  Pope  to  look 
for  the  restoration  of  his  temporal  influ- 
ence. The  Government  intended  to  nego- 
tiate in  the  affairs  of  Italy,  not  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  said,  in  the  character  of  arbitra- 
tor, but  that  of  mediator.  He  (Mr.  Anstey) 
accepted  the  distinction;  but  that  was  the 
very  reason  why  he  would  not  entrust  the 
mediator  with  such  power  when  the  party 
most  interested  in  the  success  of  the  me- 
diation was  to  be  called  upon  to  decide 
whether  he  would  approve  or  condemn  a 
favourite  policy  of  that  mediator  in  an- 
other quarter.  The  Government  would 
address  the  Pope  in  such  terms  as  these : 
— **  Unless  you  accept  this  measure,  you 
shall  not  have  any  benefit  from  our  diplo- 
macy at  the  approaching  Italian  Con- 
gress." Ho  honoured  the  present  Pon- 
tiff— he  knew  him  to  be  a  man  of  tran- 
scendent vigour,  wisdom,  and  disinterest- 
edness; but  he  (Mr.  Anstey)  would  not  be 
a  party  to  leading  even  him  into  such 
temptation.  There  was  something  more 
dependent  on  this  measure  than  the  paci- 
fication of  Italy;  the  peace  of  these  realms 
was  involved  in  the  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion. If  they  adopted  this  measure  under 
the  pretext  of  pacifying  Italy,  they  would 
fail  in  that;  but  they  would  go  far  to  produce 
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and  perpetuate  civil  war  in  these  islands. 
This  measure,  if  it  became  a  law,  would 
raise  against  the  governing  powers  the 
jealousy,  distrust,  and  hostility  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Protestants  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholics in  these  realms.  The  Protestants 
would  say,  that  the  Government  had  not 
attempted  to  deny  that  the  object  of  this 
measure  was  to  bribe  the  Pope— to  make 
a  large  concession  to  him  at  their  expense; 
and  the  Roman  Catholics  would  say  that 
the  Government  had  not  denied  that  their 
design  was  to  bribe  the  Pope  at  their 
expense.  The  bribe  was  to  be  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Pope  in  the  possession  of 
his  temporal  dominions.  Whilst  the  Min- 
isters, by  this  Bill,  would  have  the  privi- 
lege of  using  openly  the  influence  of  the 
Pope  for  their  political  purposes,  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  subjects  of  the  Queen  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  would  be  deprived  of  the 
power  which  they  had  hitherto  exercised 
of  communicating  with  the  Pope,  at  least 
in  secret.  So  that  if  this  Bill  passed,  the 
Roman  Catholics  would  be  delivered  up, 
bound  hand  and  foot,  to  any  British  Min- 
ister of  State  who  was  willing  to  bribe  or 
threaten;  and  the  statesmen  of  this  coun- 
try were  capable  of  doing  both.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Arundel  (the  Earl 
of  Arundel  and  Surrey)  had  said,  that  his 
vote  on  the  third  reading  would  be  guided 
by  the  manner  in  which  the  House  should 
receive  his  Amendment  on  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  was  insulting  to  the  Pope,  by 
refusing  to  style  him  *•  Sovereign  Pontiff," 
a  title  by  which  he  was  known  throughout 
the  whole  of  Christendom.  But  how  could 
the  noble  Lord  expect  to  succeed  in  his 
Amendment  when  he  had  the  Government 
and  their  supporters  arrayed  against  him  ? 
He  therefore  claimed  the  noble  Lord's 
support  against  this  Bill  in  every  one  of 
the  stages  through  which  it  would  have  to 
pass.  He  would  oppose  it  in  Committee; 
and  if  the  Bill  did  pass  through  Com- 
mittee, he  should  move  that  the  third 
reading  be  postponed  for  six  months.  If 
he  failed  in  that,  almost  his  only  hope 
would  be  in  the  effect  to  be  produced  at 
Rome  by  the  insolent  phraseology  employ- 
ed. If  an  ambassador  went  from  this  coun- 
try to  Rome,  he  would  not  be  received  by 
the  Pope  unless  he  addressed  him  in  the 
usual  style.  And,  if  so,  what  was  the  use 
of  inserting  in  the  Bill  the  insulting  title  of 
**  Sovereign  of  the  Roman  States  V*  Why 
not,  at  all  events,  call  him  what  every  sane 
man  must  admit  him  to  be,  "  Sovereign 
Pontiff  of  the  Church  of  Rome?"     He 


feli  inclined  even  to  hope,  that  at  the  mo" 
ment  this  Bill  received  the  Royal  Assent, 
the  Pope  would  have  ceased  to  be  '*  So- 
vereign of  the  Roman  States,"  in  order 
that  the  object  of  this  Bill  might  be  de- 
feated. He  was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  de- 
tain the  House  so  long  on  this  question, 
and  the  rather,  because  it  would  be  again 
and  again  his  duty  to  do  the  same.  But 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  it  in  his  power  at  once  to 
render  his  opposition  unnecessary,  and 
bring  the  Session  to  a  close,  by  consent- 
ing to  withdraw  the  Bill.  If  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  do  so,  he  deserved  no  pity  if  he 
should  be  **  sitting  in  his  place"  in  that 
House  long  after  the  31st  of  September. 
He  would  oppose  the  Bill  in  every  stage, 
and  divide  the  House  on  every  point  which 
in  any  way  touched  the  great  principles  to 
which  he  had  adverted.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving  that  the  House 
go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  that  day 
three  months. 

Sir  J.  TYRELL  was  unwilling  to  pro- 
long or  interrupt  the  proceedings  of  the 
House;  but  he  held  in  his  hand  a  letter 
to  which — as  this  might  perhaps  be  the 
only  opportunity  afforded  him  of  dobg  bo 
— he  begged  to  call  their  attention.  He 
was  of  opinion,  and  he  believed  it  was  a 
popular  notion,  that  the  continued  protrac- 
tion of  the  Session  was  attributable  to  the 
lengthened  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Youghal,  who,  from  his  entering  the 
House,  had  appeared  to  consider  that  he 
was  called  upon  to  take  a  very  conspicuous 
part  in  its  proceedings,  and  who  had 
brought  forward  some  measures  which 
had  not  been  received  by  the  House  in  a 
manner  that  could  be  very  satisfactory  to 
him.  There  was  also  a  popular  opinion 
very  prevalent  with  regard  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  who 
was  not  considered  to  feel  any  strong  ob- 
jections to  the  length  of  the  Session.  The 
fact  was,  that  the  noble  Lord  now  resided 
in  an  agreeable  villa  at  Richmond,  and  he 
found  it  much  more  convenient  to  go  down 
there  than  to  his  constituents  in  the  City. 
He  (Sir  J.  Tyrell)  wished  Her  Majesty 
would  find  the  noble  Lord  a  villa  at  some 
greater  distance  from  town,  for  then  there 
might  be  some  better  chance  of  the  Session 
being  shortened.  He  had  not  the  advan- 
tage of  being  present  during  the  former 
discussion  on  this  Bill;  but  he  believed 
there  was  some  little  difference  between 
the  noble  Lords  opposite  (Lord  J.  Russell 
and  Viscount  Palmerston)  with  respect  to 
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the  grounds  on  which  they  supported  the 
measure.  He  understood  that  the  nohle 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  sup- 
ported it  with  a  view  of  governing  Ireland 
through  the  instrumentality  of  the  Bishop 
of  Rome;  while  the  nohle  Foreign  Secre- 
.tary  gave  it  a  sugar-plum  character,  and 
degraded  it  to  a  commercial  question.  He 
always  listened  to  the  nohle  Lord  (Lord 
Palmerston)  with  great  satisfaction;  and 
he  was  amused  at  the  case  with  which  he 
fohhed  off  Gentlemen  who  put  inconvenient 
questions;  hut  still  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  do  well  to  consider  and 
propose  some  remedial  measures  for  Ire- 
land. The  letter  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  was  dated 
"  Kenmare  River,  West  Coast  of  Ire- 
land, August  6,**  and  was  written  by  a 
friend  of  his.  on  hoard  his  yacht.  The 
hon.  Baronet  proceeded  to  read  the  let- 
ter, the  writer  of  which,  referring  to  the 
system  of  terrorism  which  prevailed  in 
the  country,  and  stating  that  he  had 
been  protecting  a  gentleman's  family, 
said — 

"  Tho  vagabond  priests  ought  to  bo  extermi- 
nated, as  there  is  not  a  doubt  but  that  in  many 
cases  they  urge  tho  people  on,  and,  now  they  are 
frightened,  pretend  to  try  to  quiet  them.  From 
what  I  saw  last  Sunday,  I  am  quite  convinced 
they  are  an  awful  set.  Two  policemen  came  over 
from  Kenmare,  to  post  up  tho  proclamation  on 
the  chapel  gate.  The  priest  met  them,  and,  with 
a  volley  of  abuse,  told  them  if  they  put  it  up,  it 
would  be  immediately  torn  down.  No  sooner 
were  the  backs  of  the  policemen  turned,  than  the 
proclamation  was  torn  to  bits,  and  thrown  into 
the  road.  The  policemen  put  up  another,  and  it 
as  soon  shared  tho  same  fate.  These  aro  the 
scoundrels  Lord  I^nsdowne  praises  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  the  very  fellow  who  thus  defied  the 
Queen's  proclamation  is  constantly  with  Lord 
Lansdowne  when  he  comes  hero  to  see  his  pro- 
perty, so  his  information  cannot  bo  very  good  re- 
specting them  ;  but  it  seems  to  be  his  main  ob- 
ject, when  here,  to  have  no  one  but  priests  about 
him." 

The  writer  added,  that  tho  name  of  the 
priest  was  Hampston,  in  the  parish  of 
Templemore,  in  Kenmare.  [Mr.  J. 
O'CoNNELL  rose  to  order.  He  did  not 
see  what  a  letter  written  by  some  anony- 
mous slanderer  in  a  drunken  moment 
had  to  do  with  diplomatic  relations  with 
Rome.]  This  was  not  the  letter  of  an 
anonymous  slanderer;  it  was  written  by  a 
gentleman  whom  ho  would  be  ready  to 
produce  at  the  bar,  if  necessary.  The 
letter  was  not  anonymous;  the  writer's 
name  was  Major  Peton.  He  had  also 
with  him  a  letter  of  the  12th  of  August, 
published  in  the    Tippwary  Vindtcator, 


I  and  which  would  throw  some  light  upon 
the  subject.     [Tho  hon.  Baronet  here  read 

I  a  letter  of  the  Rev.  J.  Molony,  which  had 

:  appeared  in  the  Times  of  August  the  23rd.] 
Let  hon.  Members  consider  these  things, 

j  and  say,  whether  the  legislation  required 
was  not  some  vigorous  measure  with  regard 
to  such  priests. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Difficult  as  it  is 
to  understand  the  motives  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Youghal  (Mr.  Anstey),  who, 
after  a  discussion  on  the  second  reading, 
thought  it  necessary,  in  a  speech  of  an 
hour  long,  to  repeat  the  arguments  he  be- 
fore used,  the  motives  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  are  still  more 
unintelligible.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
appears,  not  having  a  villa  at  Richmond, 
has  not  found  it  convenient  to  attend  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill;  but,  havbg 
read  in  the  newspapers  some  report  of  the 
speeches,  which  were  either  very  inaccu- 
rately reported,  or  which  he  has  not  under- 
stood, he  comes  down  and  asks  what  tho 
object  of  the  Bill  is,  and,  not  choosing  to 
have  the  benefit  of  listening  to  the  discus- 
sion, expects  that  we  shall  again  go  through 
the  arguments  upon  which  the  Bill  is  sup* 
ported.  And  then,  with  a  view  of  explain- 
ing something  of  his  own  opinion,  he  reads 
what  is  evidently  a  private  letter;  and 
which  is  only  excusable  on  the  ground  of 
its  being  entirely  a  private  letter,  written 
with  the  familiarity  and  the  carelessness 
with  which  people  write  private  letters — a 
letter  in  which  the  writer,  being  provoked 
with  the  priests,  calls  them  vagabonds, 
and  very  coolly  says  that  they  ought  to  be 
exterminated.  Why,  probably,  if  he  was 
asked  to  justify  his  letter,  he  would  say, 
'*  I  mean  nothing  but  kindness;  I  wrote 
this  in  a  hurry,  and  in  the  freedom  of  fa- 
miliar intercourse;  and  I  never  could  ima> 
gine  that  anybody  would  be  so  imprudent 
or  so  blundering  as  to  take  it  otherwise,  or 
havo  the  indiscretion  to  produce  it  in  the 
face  of  the  whole  House  of  Common^."  I 
dare  say,  he  is  a  very  respectable  gentle* 
man.  I  observe,  however,  ho  gives  a  very 
bad  account  of  his  friend,  of  his  having  de- 
serted his  wife  and  daughters,  and  rtul 
away — an  account  which  I  should  think 
ho  would  be  sorry  to  have  brought  before 
the  House.  Every  one  knows  that  in  Ire- 
land there  has  been  actual  outbreak  in  one 
or  two  places,  and  a  groat  part  of  the  coun- 
try has  been  on  the  eve  of  insurrection,  and 
there  are  persons,  favourers  of  that  insur- 
rection, whose  conduct  has  been  most  re* 
prehensible;  if  tho  gentleman  of  whom  we 
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have  heard,  proposed  and  incited  others 
to  tear  down  the  Queen's  proclamation, 
that  was  very  reprehensible  conduct;  and 
I  think  that  that  letter  which  the  hon. 
Member  read,    and  which   I  saw,  was  a 
letter    favouring    treason    and    rebellion. 
Those  are  specimens  of  the   conduct  of 
individuals;    if  we  are   to  enter  into  the 
conduct    of   individuals    we    know     that 
many    priests    of    the    Roman    Catholic 
communion  have   exerted  all  their  efforts 
and    risked   their    influence    with    their 
flocks    in    order   to   prevent    them    from 
being  led    into  the    dangerous    course  to 
which  they  were  incited  by  the  rebels  who 
were  endeavouring  to  seduce  them   from 
their  allegiance.     What  Lord  Lansdowne 
may  have  done,  and  whom  he  lives  with 
when  he  goes  to  Ireland,  is  hardly  to  the 
purpose;  but  Lord   Lansdowne  is  a  man 
who,  when  he  finds  good  conduct,  whetlTer 
it  be  in  Episcopalian,  Presbyterian,  or  Ro- 
man Catholic,  has  that  sense  of  justice  and 
toleration  that  he  would  not  allow  a  pecu- 
liar faith  to  separate  him  from  such  a  per- 
son.    The  hon.  Member  who  has  made  this 
Motion,  has  put  forward  two  reasons  for 
inviting  us  to   discuss  again   the   second 
reading  of  this  Bill.     The  one  is,  that  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Palmers  ton)  made  a 
speech  which  was  remarkable  for  its  bre- 
vity.     Why,  I  think,   in  these   times,  a 
Member  who  makes  a  speech  which  is  re- 
markable for  its  brevity  ought  to  be  held 
up  as  a  model.     Members  who  have  en- 
tered the  House  in  this  Parliament  for  the 
first  time,  should  be  told — **  Look  at  that 
gentleman;  endeavour  to  do  something  of 
the  same  kind."     At  all  events,  such  a 
speech  should  not  be  made  an  occasion  for 
debating  over  again  measures  already  dis- 
cussed.    I   think  that  was  a  remarkably 
bad  reason  for  reviving  the  discussion  of 
the  second  reading.     His  other  reason  I 
think   was  equally  unfounded;  he  said — 
**  I  spoke  at  great  length  on  the  second 
reading,"  which  he   certainly  did;  **but 
not  many  persons  chose  to  be  present  to  at- 
tend to  my  arguments;  nobody  seemed  to 
mind  them — nobody  answered  them,  and 
therefore  I  think  it  necessary  to  repeat 
them  over  again. "  It  is  true  we  have  heard, 
"  Gutta  cavat  lapidem  non  vi  sed  saepo  cadendo  ;" 
and  the   hon.  Member,   having   made  a 
speech  which  was  not  listened  to  and  not 
answered,  thinks,   perhaps,    that   it   may 
have  some  eflect  if  he  repeats  his  speech, 
and  takes  the  chance  of  an  audience  some- 
what more  numerous,  and  the  still  further 
chance  that  some  one  may  answer  him. 


But  I  think  that  is  a  course  very  inconve- 
nient to  the  House,  and  I  will  not  assist  in 
it;  every  Gentleman  who  imagines  his  ar- 
guments have  not  been  sufficiently  attended 
to  or  answered,  may  think  he  has  only  to 
repeat  them  on  some  other  day  in  order  to 
get  a  discussion  again  upon  the  subject, 
and  thus  the  House  would  have  constant 
repetitions  of  former  discussions.  With  re- 
gard to  my  not  having  answered  his  state- 
ments, I  believe  it  really  was  from  the 
want  of  that  brevity  with  which  he  re- 
proaches my  noble  Friend.  When  the 
hon.  Gentleman  made  a  speech  the  other 
day,  I  listened  to  it  for  some  time;  but 
though  undoubtedly  there  were  arguments, 
yet  I  was  not  in  possession  of  the  chymical 
test  which  would  detect  the  solid  matter  in 
such  a  quantity  of  fluid.  I  was  not  able  to 
find  exactly  where  the  solid  argument  was; 
and,  therefore,  although  I  heard  a  con- 
siderable part  of  his  speech,  and  although 
I  took  part  in  the  discussion  afterwards, 
and  replied  to  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  and  others,  I  felt  my- 
self incapable  of  replying  to  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  And  I  do  not 
propose  to  reply  to  it  now,  because  I  find 
myself  in  the  same  situation.  The  hon. 
Member  has  vaunted  himself  very  much 
upon  his  own  legal  opinions.  I  have  gone 
upon  those  of  Lord  Campbell  and  Lord 
Cottenham;  they  are  sufficient  for  me, 
according  to  my  understanding,  and  possi- 
bly the  House  may  be  more  disposed  to 
attend  to  them.  [Mr.  Anstet  :  What 
are  they?]  With  regard  to  the  several 
questions  which  are  proper  for  Committee, 
they  will  be  raised  there,  and  I  hope  we 
shall  now  go  into  Committee  accordingly. 

Mr.  SPOONER  would  shortly  state  the 
reasons  why  he  should  give  a  vote  in  oppo- 
sition to  this  question.  It  might  be  un- 
usual to  discuss  a  measure  again  on  going 
into  Committee;  but  if  unusual  circum- 
stances attended  a  particular  measure,  it 
was  not  a  factious  opposition  to  oppose  it 
in  every  stage,  and  by  every  legitimate 
means.  The  Bill,  in  the  first  instance, 
would  have  conferred  a  power  on  the  Crown 
in  cpntravention  of  the  Act  of  Settlement 
and  the  Bill  of  Rights;  but  when  this  was 
ascertained,  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  in  its 
original  form  did  not  dare  to  go  that  length, 
but  attempted  to  turn  the  whole  matter 
into  one  of  a  mere  Bill  to  resolve  certain 
doubts.  The  Bill  had  now  changed  its 
original  character;  and  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Palmerston)  told  the  House  that  the 
Act  was  only  intended  to  establish  com- 
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tnercial  relations  with  Rome,  and  to  assist 
in  making  railroads  in  the  Roman  States. 
Whj,  then,  if  this  Bill  was  not  intended  to 
establish  unconstitutional  relations  with  the 
Court  of  Rome,  where  was  the  necessity 
for  this  indecent  haste  in  pressing  it  for- 
ward ?  He  was  certain  some  purpose  was 
to  be  effected.  There  was  a  packed  ma- 
jority in  that  House.  He  knew  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  measure  were  in  a  minority, 
because  the  Government  had  chosen  to 
take  them  by  surprise;  and  as  he  was  sat- 
isfied that  the  attempt  was  made  to  force 
this  measure  on  the  country  in  an  uncon- 
stitutional manner,  he  would  raise  all  the 
opposition  in  his  power  to  it.  He  put  the 
noble  Lord  to  the  test  of  his  political  in- 
tegrity on  this  question,  namely,  to  make  a 
call  of  the  House.  If  the  noble  Lord  would 
do  that,  and  if  he  (Mr.  Spooner)  were  still 
in  a  minority,  he  would  offer  no  further 
opposition.  He  called  on  all  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  valued  the  Protestant  constitu- 
tion, and  who  respected  their  pledges  at 
the  hustings,  to  join  him  in  opposing  a 
measure  which  it  was  understood  was  not 
to  be  carried  this  Session.  He  asked  the 
noble  Lord  either  to  vrithdraw  the  measure, 
or  to  consent  to  a  call  of  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL,  after  condemn- 
ing the  attack  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Essex  on  the  Catholic  clergymen  of 
Kenmare,  whose  conduct  during  the  season 
of  distress  had  been  exemplary,  proceeded 
to  say,  that  there  was  no  reason  to  think 
that  the  opposition  opposed  to  this  Bill 
was  of  a  factious  character;  on  the  con- 
trary, the  manner  in  which  the  measure 
was  pushed  forward  by  the  Government 
was  a  factious  proceeding.  The  opposition 
to  the  Bill  was  based  on  principle;  and  he, 
and  Catholics  generally,  objected  to  it  on 
principle.  The  policy  of  the  Government, 
in  connexion  with  this  measure,  was  paltry, 
unworthy,  and  unwise.  The  main  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  give  the  Government 
an  illegitimate  influence  over  the  Catho- 
lic clergy  in  Ireland.  The  empire  owed  a 
debt  of  gratitude  to  the  Catholic  clergy  for 
their  exertions  to  preserve  the  peace  of 
Ireland,  more  particularly  on  a  recent  oc- 
casion. The  Government  and  Parliament 
might  obtain  a  legitimate  influence  over 
the  Catholic  clergy  by  doing  justice  to  the 
people  of  that  country.  The  Goverimient, 
however,  preferred  attempting  to  bribe  the 
ruling  power  at  Rome,  in  the  hope  that  by 
his  means  they  might  corrupt  the  Irish 
clergy;  but  the  Sovereign  Pontiff  would 
throw  back  their  Bill  with  contempt. 


Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  moved  that 
the  debate  be  adjourned  to  Six  o'clock  the 
same  evening. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  moved  asan  amend- 
ment that  it  be  adjourned  to  Wednesday 
next. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  debate  be  adjourned  to  the  evenbg : 
— Ayes  73  :  Noes  28;  Majority  45. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Broadlcj,  H. 
Bruen,  Col. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  '. 
Dick,  Q. 

Duncombc,  hon.  0. 
Fagan,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Grogan,  £. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Knox,  Col. 


Lacy,  H.  C. 
Mandeville,  Viso. 
Napier,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
O'ConneU,  J. 
Pearson,  G. 
Reid,  Col. 
Ronton,  J.  0. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
TyreU,  Sir  J.  T. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 

TELLERS. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Spooner,  R. 


Sir  J.  TYRELL  called  upon  the  Go- 
vernment  to  make  inquiry  into  the  case 
which  he  had  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House,  and  on  the  accuracy  of  which 
he  would  stand.  If  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
give  a  satisfactory  assurance  upon  the  sub- 
ject, he  would  move  that  the  House  should 
adjourn. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  replied,  that  if 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  furnish  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  with  information 
which  would  show  that  an  offence  at  law 
had  been  committed,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
would  take  the  opinion  of  the  legal  ad- 
visers of  the  Government  on  the  subjeot. 
If,  however,  it  should  appear  that  there 
was  not  evidence  on  which  a  conviction 
could  be  calculated  on,  he  would  not  ad- 
vise the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  direct  a  prose- 
cution. 

Sir  J.  TYRELL  was  satisfied  with  the 
noble  Lord's  statement. 

Debate  adjourned. 

THE  MAURITIUS. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said,  he  wished 
to  put  the  following  questions  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies: — "I.  The  expenditure  of  the* 
island  of  Mauritius  for  each  of  the  years 
1846  and  1847,  and  the  disbursement 
made  in  each  of  those  for  emigration  ? 
2.  The  amount  of  reduction  of  taxes  in  the 
island,  distinguishing  the  taxes  levied  for 
general  purposes  from    those  levied  for 
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special  purposes,  such  as  immigration 
taxes,  quay  and  tonnage  dues  ?  3.  In 
what  consist  the  reduction  of  65,000Z.  a- 
year,  stated  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  have  been  effected  in  1847,  and  whether 
those  reductions  do  not  partake  of  the  na- 
ture of  commutations  of  taxation  rather 
than  of  reductions?  4.  The  balance  in 
the  Island  Treasury  on  the  31st  day  of 
December,  1846  and  1847,  respectively  ? 
5.  The  amount  of  funds  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  colonial  agents  in  London  belonging 
to  the  island,  separating  the  amount  in- 
vested in  the  public  funds  from  those  which^ 
are  not  ?  6.  Whether  any  instructions 
have  been  sent  out  to  the  Governor  with  a 
view  to  the  reduction  of  expenditure,  as 
suggested  at  various  times  by  the  Mauri- 
tius Association  ?  7.  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment bank  has  been  established,  of 
which  it  was  intended  Mr.  Macaulay  should 
be  the  manager  ;  and  whether  any  salaries 
have  been  paid,  or  are  appointed  to  be 
paid  to  Mr.  Macaulay,  or  to  any  other  di- 
rectors, and  the  amount  of  those  salaries, 
if  any  ?  8.  The  grounds  upon  which  the 
late  Auditor  General  of  Accounts  has  been 
permitted  to  retire  upon  a  pension,  the 
amount  of  that  pension,  the  name  of  his 
successor,  and,  if  that  successor  be  Mr. 
Ker,  whether  he  bo  or  be  not  Sir  W. 
Gomm*s  brother-in-law  ?** 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,  he  would  endeavour 
to  give  a  distinct  answer  to  each  question 
of  the  noble  Lord,  in  the  same  order  in 
which  they  were  put.  As  to  the  first,  he 
found  from  a  despatch  of  the  Governor  of 
Mauritius,  which  had  been  recently  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
that  the  revenue  of  1846  was  278.070Z., 
and  of  1847,  289,193Z.,  and  that  the  dis- 
bursement for  emigration  was,  in  1846, 
41,098/.,  and  in  1847,  50,2071  With 
respect  to  the  questions  Nos.  2  and  3,  the 
noble  Lord  would  find  in  the  papers  laid 
before  the  House  on  the  9th  of  March, 
1848,  a  very  minute  and  elaborate  account 
of  the  taxes  which  had  been  retained,  and 
of  the  new  ones  which  had  been  imposed. 
From  those  papers  it  appeared  that  the 
total  decrease  of  taxation  was  35J00L; 
and  in  a  despatch  from  the  Governor,  dated 
the  4th  of  February,  1848,  he  stated  that 
an  ordinance  would  be  issued  for  the  total 
suspension  of  the  stamp  duties,  by  which 
there  would  be  a  further  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion to  the  amount  of  30,000/.,  making  in 
all  65,000/.  In  answer  to  No.  4,  ho  be- 
lieved that  on  the  3l8t  of  December,  1846, 
there  was  an  available  balance  of  assets  of 


131,439/.;  and  on  the  1st  of  January^ 
1847,  of  139,491/.;  though  he  doubted 
whether  that  was  an  available  balance, 
because  considerable  sums  of  money  were 
sometimes  placed  in  the  colonial  chest  as 
trust  moneys  on  bond,  and  they  had 
amounted  to  as  much  as  50,000/.  The 
amount  of  those  moneys,  therefore,  what- 
ever it  might  be,  must  be  deducted  from 
the  sum  he  had  mentioned.  As  to  No.  5, 
he  believed  the  funds  in  the  hands  of  the 
colonial  agent  consisted  of  1,671/.  cash, 
and  42,000/.  in  Exchequer  bills.  With 
reference  to  No.  6,  he  could  say  that  his 
noble  Friend  had,  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion, made  very  strong  recommendations 
to  the  Governor  to  reduce  the  expenditure 
of  the  island.  As  to  question  No.  7,  the 
only  person  receiving  a  salary  was  Mr. 
Macaulay,  whose  salary  was  fixed  at  1,000/, 
a  year.  The  only  other  directors  were  the 
Colonial  Treasurer  and  the  Auditor  Ge- 
neral, and  they  would  not  receive  any  sa- 
lary. No  issue  of  Government  paper  had 
taken  place,  because  the  conditions  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  had  not  been 
accepted,  and  the  bank  was  consequently 
not  in  practical  operation.  With  regard 
to  the  last  question  put  to  him  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  late  Auditor  General  had  served 
since  1815,  and  had  been  superannuated  on 
the  ground  of  ill  health;  and  taking  into 
consideration  his  long  services  and  high 
character,  the  Treasury  had  awarded  him 
the  full  amount  of  his  salary  as  a  pension. 
The  noble  Lord  was  aware  that  the  ques- 
tion of  what  amount  a  pension  should  be 
was  entirely  decided  by  the  Treasury.  His 
successor  was  Mr.  Ker,  and  he  (Mr.  Hawes) 
had  every  reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  Ker 
was  the  brother-in-law  of  Sir  W.  Gomm. 
The  pension  awarded  to  the  late  Auditor 
General  was  800/.  a  year. 

DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS  WITH  THE 
COURT  OF  ROME  BILL. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  MOORE  denied  that  the  Irish 
priesthood  had  ever  been  aught  else  than 
the  friends  of  loyalty  and  order,  or  that 
the  illustrious  Pontiff  would  ever  exert  his 
influence  for  any  purpose  which  would 
not  tend  to  the  honour  and  credit  of  reli- 
gion. The  hon.  Member  for  North  Essex 
had  been  guilty  of  a  gross  libel  on  the 
Irish  priesthood. 

Mr.  URQUHART  complained  that 
many  Members  had  been  obliged  to  return 
from  the  north  at  great  personal  incon* 
venience,  in  consequence  of  this  Bill,  con- 
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trary  to  all  expectation,  having  been  again 
brought  forward.  The  Government  had 
not  acceded  to  the  proposition  either  to 
make  a  call  of  the  House,  or  to  postpone 
the  Bill  till  next  Session;  and  he  should 
therefore  oppose  it  by  every  means  in  his 
power.  One  ground  of  his  opposition  to 
this  Bill  was,  that  it  would  bring  another 
country  within  the  range  of  our  diplomatic 
influence,  and  thus  augment  the  irrespon- 
sible authority  of  the  Foreign  Office.  The 
Bill  had  not  been  pushed  so  long  as  the 
Pope  was  in  a  condition  not  to  accept  it;  but 
now  that  he  was  humbled,  broken,  ruined, 
it  was  pressed  forward  in  the  hope  that  he 
would  be  unable  to  resist  the  influences 
brought  to  bear  upon  him.  The  object  of 
the  Bill,  indeed,  was  to  obtain  what  Aus- 
tria had  so  long  held — influence  over  the 
councils  of  the  Pope. 

Mr.  PHILIP  HOWARD  believed 
that  the  Bill  was  brought  forward,  not  to 
obtain  any  undue  influence  over  the  Pope, 
but  on  general  principles.  As  a  proof 
of  the  feelings  entertained  by  the  Pope 
towards  this  measure  previous  to  the  events 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  re- 
ferred, he  would  read  part  of  a  letter  from 
a  small  publication  written  by  Bishop  Wise- 
man, entitled.  Words  of  Peace  and  Jus- 
tice,    Bishop  Wiseman  said — 

"  As  soon  as  the  Diplomatic  Bill  was  proposed, 
I  not  only  diligently  studied  its  bearings,  but  for- 
warded a  copy  of  it  to  the  Cardinal  Secretary  of 
State,  from  whom  I  received  an  answer,  dated 
Eome,  February  22,  1848." 

That  answer  was  as  follows : — 

**  In  accordance  with  the  desire  expressed  by 
your  Lordship  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  this  de- 
partment, I  immediately  placed  before  his  Iloli- 
ness  the  Bill  enclosed  in  the  letter,  and  how 
agreeable  an  impression  it  has  produced  on  the 
mind  of  his  Holiness  you  may  easily  imagine.'' 

This  was  written  before  the  French  revo- 
lution, and  before  the  occurrence  of  other 
important  events  on  the  Continent;  and  it 
showed  with  what  feelings  the  Pope  then 
regarded  this  measure.  He  would  give 
the  Bill  his  cordial  support,  though  he  re- 
gretted the  introduction  of  the  second 
clause,  and  would  vote  against  it  when 
the  proper  time  came. 

Mr.  M.  power  would,  in  Committee, 
vote  with  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Arun- 
del and  Surrey)  against  the  second  clause  ; 
but,  as  a  whole,  he  gave  the  Bill  his  cor- 
dial support.  He  supported  it  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  better  to  have  open  and 
undisguised  rather  than  indirect  and  clan- 
destine intercourse  with  the  See  of  Rome. 


He  represented  a  population  of  800,000, 
of  whom  700,000  were  Roman  Catholics; 
and  he  had  not  received  a  single  communi- 
cation adverse  to  the  BiU;  so  that  he  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  approved  of 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  people  of  this 
country.  He  deprecated  the  notion  that 
the  influence  of  the  Pope  could  be  used 
in  Ireland.  From  what  he 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  he  was 
sure  that  if  the  Pope  were  to  attempt  to 
interfere  so  as  to  make  them  subservient 
to  any  Government,  his  interference  would 
be  rejected.  He  was  himself  a  Roman 
Catholic,  and  he  would  not  hesitate  to  tell 
the  Pope,  that  though  he  owed  him  obedi- 
ence in  spiritual  matters,  he  would  exer^ 
cise  independently  the  rights  of  conscience 
on  all  civil  questions. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  complained  that  the 
House  was  now  compelled  to  re-enact  what 
it  had  already  finished,  to  re-discuss  on 
going  into  Committee  a  question  which 
they  had  reason  to  think  had  been  settled 
long  ago.  The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
had  told  them,  that  they  were  indebted 
solely  to  the  priesthood  for  the  tranquillity 
of  Ireland;  and  so  raised  a  question  as  to 
what  were  the  real  causes  of  disturbance 
there,  and  what  effect  this  Bill  was  likely 
to  have  upon  it.  He  (Mr.  Drummond)  did 
not  believe  that  this  Bill  would  enable  Her 
Majesty *s  Government  to  do  more  than 
they  could  without  the  Bill.  He  had 
already  stated  that  it  would  be  most  mis- 
chievous in  its  operation,  and  most  insult- 
ing both  tp  the  Crown  and  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  Ireland,  if  it  were  to  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  any  influence 
to  bear  on  the  Government  of  that  conn- 
try;  nor  would  he  believe  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  any  such  inten- 
tion. But  there  might  be  some  fancy  that 
it  was  possible,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
rule  the  Pope,  and  chain  the  spirit  of  the 
priesthood.  Those  who  thought  so  could 
not  have  read  history  aright  if  they  did  not 
know  that  from  the  days  of  Constantino  to 
this  hour  there  had  been  one  uniform  con- 
stant endeavour  on  the  part  of  the  priests, 
in  every  country  in  Europe,  to  cajole  the  . 
laity,  and  take  all  temporal  power  into  their 
hands.  He  spoke  not  of  one  bishop  or 
another,  but  of  a  class;  and,  lest  it  should 
be  said  he  was  calumniating  persons  be^ 
hind  their  backs,  he  should  take  the  liberty 
of  showing  how  it  was  that  the  poor  peo- 
ple in  Ireland  were  shamefully  treated.  A 
Roman  Catholic  bishop  wrote  a  letter  to  an 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  letter  that  hon. 
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Gentleman  read  at  that  place  which  he 
called,  it  must  be  supposed  in  mockery, 
Conciliation  Hall,  putting  it  to  those  who 
were  described  as  having  to  encounter  fa- 
mine, pestilence,  and  division  in  Ireland, 
whether  there  was  not  evidence  of  a  deep- 
laid  and  widespread  conspiracy  in  England, 
and  of  efforts  being  made  to  exterminate 
the  priests  and  annihilate  the  people.  The 
hon.  Membur  for  Cork  might  say  that  was 
all  Tallagh-hill.  But  this  was  the  letter 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  bishop,  who  taught 
his  people  that  his  voice  was  to  them  the 
voice  of  God.  The  was  the  language  of  a 
man  to  a  people  who,  he  knew,  believed 
they  were  to  have  no  private  judgment  in 
the  matter.  Rightly  instructed  Roman 
Catholics  might  tell  the  priests  they  exer- 
cised a  judgment  in  politics;  but  the  great 
majority  of  Roman  Catholics  neitlier  did, 
nor  dared  to  do,  any  such  thing.  The 
Young  Irelanders,  who  were  accused  by 
those  bishops  of  being  infidels,  vindicated 
themselves  in  a  protest,  declaring  that  they 
did  not  deny  the  ecclesiastical  authority  of 
the  priesthood,  but  only  their  political  au- 
thority. On  that  ground  alone  was  the 
Young  Ireland  party  excommunicated.  In 
a  letter  to  Lord  Shrewsbury  from  Dr. 
M'Hale,  on  a  subject  entirely  political,  the 
Roman  Catholic  peers  of  England  were 
accused  of  lending  themselves  to  a  foul 
conspiracy  against  the  Catholic  people  and 
priesthood.  It  was  to  a  population  steeped 
in  poverty  that  such  language  was  ad- 
dressed. A  gentleman,  who  was  under  a 
cloud,  and  whose  name,  therefore,  ho  would 
not  mention,  asked  the  men  of  Tipperary 
whether  they  would  be  content  to  lie  down 
another  year  and  see  the  produce  of  their 
fields  transported  to  other  lands;  adding, 
that  if  they  allowed  it  to  leave  their  shores 
without  a  struggle  they  deserved  to  con- 
tinue slaves  for  ever.  But  in  that  House 
an  hon.  Gentleman  said  to  them  tauntingly, 
**  Yes,  you  are  going  to  bring  to  this  country 
the  crops  we  have  raised  to  feed  yourselves, 
and  then  bring  from  America  damaged 
meal  for  Ireland.**  Could  a  country  where 
such  language  was  used  be  content  ?  The 
priests  would  say,  **  Monster  meetings  if 
you  like,  but  no  pikes.'*  What  was  the 
meaning  of  a  monster  meeting  but  to  inti- 
midate the  Government  ?  It  was  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  act  as  fairly  towards  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  as  towards  the 
priesthood  of  Canada  or  Scotland;  before 
Ireland  could  be  tranquilliscd  justice  must 
be  dealt  out,   and  the   Roman   Catholic 


priests  receive  their  due.  If  they  were 
bad  in  one  respect,  that  was  no  reason  for 
punishing  them  in  another;  but  while  they 
were  to  be  punished  as  instigators  of  re- 
bellion, they  ought  also  to  receive  the  as- 
surance that  the  same  paternal  protection 
and  the  same  liberality  would  be  extended 
to  them  as  towards  others  of  H^r  Majesty's 
subjects. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  could  not  accept 
the  compliment  which  had  been  offered  to 
him  in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  at  the 
expense  of  those  who  concurred  with  him 
in  opinion;  for  he  had  no  right  to  suppose 
that  his  vote  was  influenced  by  purer  or 
higher  motives  than  theirs.  There  might 
be  incidental  questions  with  respect  to  rail- 
ways and  commerce,  on  which  negotiation 
might  be  requisite;  but  what  he  objected 
to  was,  the  formal  recognition  and  practical 
reconciliation  which  this  measure  involved 
with  the  See  of  Rome.  Even  in  Roman 
Catholic  times,  an  ambassador  from  the 
Pope  was  required  to  take  an  oath  that  he 
meditated  nothing  against  the  interests  of 
the  Crown  of  England.  Then,  who  was  at 
this  moment  the  real  practical  Sovereign 
of  the  Roman  States?  Considering  the 
opposition  of  Protestants  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholics alike  to  the  measure,  and  the  pro- 
bability that  it  would  produce  neither  per- 
manent nor  temporary  good,  he  could  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwickshire 
had  pursued  an  unwarrantable  course  in 
opposing  the  Bill  in  all  its  stages. 

Lord  H.  VANE  cordially  supported  the 
Bill;  it  was  for  the  public  convenience  that 
diplomatic  relations  should  be  established 
with  the  See  of  Rome. 

Mr.  NE  WDEGATE  said,  that  through- 
out the  discussion  on  this  Bill,  there  had 
been  frequent  allusion  to  **  the  higher  pur- 
poses** it  was  calculated  to  serve.  Now, 
he  thought  that  the  Church  of  England 
and  the  Protestants  of  this  country  had  a 
right  to  be  told  what  those  '*  higher  pur- 
poses *'  were.  No  explanation,  however, 
had  yet  been  given  on  that  point  by  any 
Member  of  the  Government;  and  he  waft 
inclined  to  conclude  that  the  reason  of  that 
was,  that  the  Members  of  the  Government 
were  at  cross  purposes  on  their  own  Bill. 
In  his  opinion,  the  immediate  though  un- 
avowed  purpose  of  the  Bill  was  to  seek  to 
gain,  through  the  Pope's  authority,  power 
over  Her  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  sub- 
jects in  Ireland.  He  believed,  however, 
that  in  this  the  Government  would  prove 
unsuccessful,   and    that   both    the  Papal 
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authorities  and  the  Roman  Catholics  would, 
as  in  previous  instances,  have  recourse  to 
the  plea  that  the  Pope  was  acting  under 
restraint,  if  anything  inconsistent  with  the 
ulterior  purposes  of  the  Roman  Church 
with  respect  to  this  country  resulted  from 
the  contemplated  negotiations.  The  hon. 
Memher  then  referred  to  the  universal  su- 
premacy, temporal  as  well  as  spiritual,  claim- 
ed hy  the  Pope,  and  warned  the  House  of 
the  danger  of  recognising  that  claim  hy  the 
adoption  of  the  present  Bill.  The  plea 
upon  which  this  Bill  had  hecn  introduced 
was  too  futile  to  hlind  any  one  to  its  real 
purpose;  the  flimsy  pretext  of  commercial 
purposes  had  been  dissipated  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 
The  intention  of  its  framers,  the  Govern- 
ment, was  the  same  as  before  the  Bill  was 
altered  by  the  House  of  Lords;  and  as  they 
were  to  have  the  administration  of  the 
powers  it  conferred,  its  operation  would  be 
perverted  to  the  objects  against  which  the 
Lords'  Amendments  were  intended  to 
guard,  namely,  the  introduction  of  the  spi- 
ritual authority  of  the  Pope,  and  its  legali- 
sation in  the  united  kingdom;  and  under 
the  wide  interpretation  of  the  term  **  spiri- 
tual power,"  which  Rome  enforced,  would 
the  Pope's  temporal  authority  likewise  be 
active,  in  contravention  of  that  supremacy, 
both  spiritual  and  temporal,  which  the  con- 
stitution vested  in  Her  Majesty.  In  defe- 
rence to  the  opinions  of  those  who  had 
framed  the  Lords'  Amendments,  he  had 
doubted  whether  he  should  not  abstain 
from  voting  against  this  stage  of  the  Bill; 
but  the  discussion  had  removed  his  doubts, 
and  he  should  most  cordially  vote  against 
it. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  denied  that  the  Pope 
either  claimed  or  exercised  any  temporal 
authority  in  this  country.  At  the  present 
time  the  temporal  power  of  the  Pope  was 
a  mere  nullity;  and,  although  a  Roman 
Catholic,  he  rejoiced  that  it  was  so,  be- 
cause he  held  that  the  mixing  up  of  reli- 
gion with  politics  always  injured  religion. 
He  admitted  the  Pope's  authority  over 
him  in  religious  matters,  but  he  abjured  as 
strongly  as  words  would  allow  him  any 
right  on  the  part  of  the  Pope  to  sway  his 
political  feelings,  or  to  interfere  with  his 
allegiance  to  his  Sovereign;  and  such  was 
the  opinion  of  all  enlightened  Catholics. 
The  question  before  the  House  was  not  a 
question  of  religion  at  all,  but  of  pure  po- 
litics. Because  the  Pope  differed  from 
them  in  religion,  would  they  hold  no  diplo- 


matic relations  with  him  as  a  temporal 
prince  ?  If  that  was  sufficient  to  justify 
them  in  declining  to  enter  into  diplomatic 
relations  with  the  Pope,  it  would  equally 
justify  them  in  sending  back  the  Minister 
of  the  Sultan,  and  almost  every  other  am- 
bassador at  present  in  England.  Some 
Irish  Members  who  set  themselves  up  as 
the  representatives  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland,  had  opposed  this  Bill.  He  was 
as  intimately  acquainted  with  the  feelings 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  as  those 
hon.  Members  could  be,  and  he  declared 
that  they  were  not  unfavourable  to  the 
Bill;  that  on  the  contrary  they  hoped  it 
would  pass;  not  because  thpy  expected 
much  benefit  from  it  to  themselves,  but 
because  they  thought  it  was  a  disgrace  to 
the  British  empire  that  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  Rome  should  have  been  so  long 
suspended,  and  because  they  looked  upon 
this  Bill  as  the  removal  of  a  slur  upon 
them  and  their  religion. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  had  not  heard  through- 
out the  whole  of  this  discussion  a  single 
argument  brought  forward  to  show  the 
pressing  necessity  for  a  measure  of  this 
description.  The  hon.  Baronet  who  bad 
just  spoken  had  referred  to  the  case  of  the 
Sultan;  but  there  was  no  analogy  between 
the  cases  of  the  Sultan  and  the  Pope,  be- 
cause the  former  did  not,  like  the  latter, 
seek  to  exercise  any  spiritual  authority. 
He  admitted  that  it  was  an  unusual  course, 
after  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  had  been 
carried  by  a  majority,  to  interpose  ob- 
stacles to  it  at  this  stage;  but  considering 
the  character  of  this  measure,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick  and 
others  in  the  propriety  of  offering  every 
opposition  to  it  in  his  power. 

Mr.  NAPIER  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  begged  to  submit  whether  it 
were  fair,  after  so  many  usefid  Bills  had 
been  already  postponed  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  too  late  to  discuss  them,  that  the 
House  should  be  called  upon  to  give  a  pre- 
ference to  a  Bill  relating  to  railroads  in 
Italy?  and  whether  the  hands  of  Parlia- 
ment were  not  full  enough  with  regard  to 
the  affairs  of  this  country  to  justify  them 
at  this  moment  avoiding  idle  discussions  on 
controversial  topics  ?  Many  very  useful 
and  important  Bills  in  reference  to  Ireland 
had  been  postponed  until  next  year  in  con^* 
sequence  of  the  lateness  of  the  Session; 
but  how  could  he  excuse  himself  to  his 
constituents,  if  they  should  be  able  to  say, 
that  while  those  Bills  were  postponed,  the 
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House  nerertheless  found  abundance  ot 
time  to  discuss  a  Bill  for  establishing  di- 
plomatic relations  with  Rome,  and  for  pro- 
moting railways  in  Italy,  which  many  per- 
sons, too,  thought  affected  the  Act  of  Set- 
tlement and  the  foundation  of  the  mon- 
archy ?  He  preferred  the  interests  of 
Ireland  to  the  interests  of  Italy.  What- 
ever might  be  the  merits  or  demerits  of 
the  present  measure,  a  large  proportion  of 
the  Protestants  of  this  country  did  feel 
that  it  was  of  most  vital  importance,  and 
required  full  and  fair  consideration;  and  a 
large  proportion  of  the  Roman  Catholics  also 
felt  that  it  was  insulting  to  their  religion. 
This  was  always  the  effect  of  half-and-half 
measures;  and  he  should  be  failing  in  his 
duty  if  he  did  not  protest  against  the 
measure  being  hurried  forward  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Ho  should  therefore,  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power,  resist  it  at  each 
stage,  and  on  every  legitimate  occasion.  In 
consequence  of  this  Bill  being  allowed  to 
lie  dormant  for  so  long  a  time,  many  hon. 
Members  had  left  London,  supposing  that 
it  would  be  dropped;  and  he  complained  of 
the  stealthy  way  in  which  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  carry  it  through  the  House. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  claimed  the 
vote  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Napier)  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  for  the  very 
reasons  which  he  had  given  for  opposing  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  referred 
to  a  number  of  Bills  connected  with  Ire- 
land, intimating  that  they  ought  to  be 
passed,  if  not  in  the  present,  at  least  in 
the  next  Session;  and  yet  in  the  same 
breath,  with  respect  to  the  present  Bill, 
which  the  hon.  Member  contended  was  one 
of  great  importance,  and  required  full  dis- 
cussion, the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  in- 
stead of  allowing  the  House  to  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  it  during  the  existing 
Session,  proposed  that  its  discussion  should 
be  put  off  until  next  Session,  in  order  that 
it  might  then  stand  in  the  way  of  the  con- 
sideration of  those  other  measures  which 
he  had  intimated  he  would  support.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said  that  the 
Bill  was  being  stealthily  proceeded  with  at 
the  end  of  the  Session;  but  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  already  ex- 
plained that  no  deception  had  been  prac- 
tised on  the  House  with  respect  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  go  on  with 
the  Bill.  The  present  debate  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  most  singular  in  character 
that  he  had  ever  heard  in  that  House;  be- 
cause almost  every  Member  who  had  op- 
posed the  Bill  bad  done  so  not  only  on  dif- 


ferent but  on  perfectly  conflicting  grounds; 
and  the  arguments  of  the  opponents  of  the 
measure,  if  let  alone,  would  be  found  to 
destroy  one  another,  and  leave  a  perfect 
blank;  and  he  also  thought  that  a  greater 
proof  that  nothing  could  be  said  against 
the  Bill,  could  not  be  afforded  than  the  fact 
thai  everything  but  the  Bill  had  been  dis- 
cussed. They  had  had  musty  theology, 
feudal  history,  Irish  distress,  and  the  rela- 
tions between  landlord  and  tenant — in  fact, 
everything  but  the  Bill  itself.  One  hon. 
Member  (the  hon.  Member  for  Youghal) 
said  that  this  was  a  most  outrageous  Bill, 
because  it  tended  to  destroy  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Pope;  and  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber argued  that  it  was  a  most  dangerous 
measure,  because  its  effect  was  to  destroy 
the  independence  of  the  Crown.  How  it 
could  have  both  of  these  effects  was  not 
explained.  He  should,  therefore,  leave 
these  parties  to  flght  the  matter  out  among 
themselves;  but  it  gave  him  great  and  sin- 
cere pleasure  to  see  so  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  outlived  the  fatigues  of  this 
laborious  Session  in  the  enjoyment  of  such 
animal  spirits  and  health,  that  they  were 
determined  to  show  that,  whatever  time 
they  had  spent  in  that  House,  they  were 
still  vigorous,  active,  and  alive;  and  he 
only  hoped  that  during  the  recess  and  the 
ensuing  Session  they  would  continue  to 
possess  the  same  faculty  to  devote  their 
energies  to  the  public  service.  He  had 
been  told  that  he  had  made  a  speech  of 
great  brevity;  and  this  reproach  was  cast 
on  him  by  the  hon.  Members  for  Youghal 
and  Stafford.  All  he  could  say  was,  that 
short  as  his  speeches  might  be  in  general, 
yet,  adding  them  to  the  speeches  made  in 
the  course  of  the  Session  by  those  two 
hon.  Members,  they  would  be  found — if 
the  average  were  taken,  and  of  course  he 
only  meant  the  average — to  have  occupied 
more  time  than  those  of  any  other  hon. 
Member.  The  Bill  before  the  House  was 
a  plain  measure  for  remedying  what  he 
considered  to  be  a  gross  absurdity — for  re- 
moving a  practical,  political,  and  commer- 
cial inconvenience;  and  as  to  those  deep 
schemes  and  that  mysterious  mischief 
which  the  Government  were  supposed  to 
contemplate,  they  had  existence  only  in 
the  imagination  of  those  who  accused  the 
Government,  but  not  in  the  intentions  of 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  Some  merri- 
ment had  been  occasioned  by  the  mention 
of  railways  in  Italy;  but  all  he  had  said 
on  that  subject,  by  way  of  illustration, 
was,    not   that    the  British  Govemmeiit 
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wanted  to  make  railways  in  that  country, 
but  that  if  railway  communications  were 
created  there,  the  arrangements  connected 
with  which  might  be  of  importance  to  the 
intercourse  of  England  with  her  posses- 
sions in  other  portions  of  the  globe,  and  to 
her  conmiercial  interests  in  other  respects, 
England  required  the  authority  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  in  order  to  enter  into  those 
diplomatic  relations  with  Rome  which  she 
maintained  with  every  other  State  in  the 
world.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  had  a 
horror  of  any  connexion  with  the  head  of 
the  Catholic  Church,  had  asked  whom  the 
British  Government  proposed  to  treat  with; 
and  they  urged  it  as  a  reason  for  post- 
poning the  Bill  that,  perhaps,  the  Pope 
was  no  longer  the  sovereign  of  Rome. 
Thus  they  took  both  sides  of  the  question, 
just  as  it  suited  them.  At  one  time  they 
objected  to  entering  into  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  Rome  because  the  Pope  was  the 
Sovereign  Pontiff,  and  at  another  because 
somebody  else  might  be  the  sovereign. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Youghal  (Mr.  An- 
stey)  represented  that  this  measure  was 
not  necessary,  and  that  diplomatic  commu- 
nications were  lawful  already;  then  surely 
he  need  not  object  to  the  Bill,  if  others 
thought  it  necessary,  and  considered  the 
law  doubtful.  The  Bill,  in  his  view, 
would  be  but  surplusage.  Either  he  or 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  An- 
stey  or  Mr.  Urquhart)  had  quoted  cases 
in  which  there  had  been,  as  he  said,  diplo- 
matic intercourse.  Why,  that  was  the  case 
for  this  Bill — that  from  the  very  necessity  of 
things  it  was  totally  impossible  that  a  State 
like  England  could  separate  itself  fully, 
and  disconnect  itself  entirely,  from  any 
other  State  in  Europe;  that  if  the  law 
prevented  formal  intercourse,  communi- 
cation must  take  place  through  unac- 
knowledged channels;  and  that  a  great 
country  should  do  openly  what  it  did  at 
all»  Then  it  was  urged  that  the  mea- 
sure would  be  degrading  to  the  Pope; 
that  it  would  tend  to  put  him  under 
constraint;  that  what  he  did  after  these 
relations  should  be  established  would  be 
done  under  duress,  and  be  protested 
against,  like  the  acts  he  did  under  the 
constraint  imposed  upon  him  by  Napoleon. 
Why,  not  only  the  present  Pope,  but  also 
the  late,  had  frequently  expressed  a  great 
desire  that  there  should  be  diplomatic  re- 
lations between  this  country  and  Rome  : 
the  late  Pope  never  allowed  an  opportu- 
nity to  pass  which  was  offered  by  the  visit 
of  any  distinguished  Englishman  at  Rome^ 


without  expressing  his  wish  that  diploma- 
tic relations  should  be  established.  Really 
some  hon.  Members  would  be  ''more  Po- 
pish than  the  Pope."  It  was  only  the 
other  day  that  the  Italian  States  entered 
into  a  commercial  league;  if  we  were  to 
have  commercial  relations  with  this  league, 
we  must  have  them  with  the  members  of 
it,  and  the  Pope  was  one. 

Mr.  goring  believed  it  was  impor- 
tant  that  the  House  should  now  proceed 
to  the  Spirits  Bill  and  the  Copper  Duties 
Bill;  he  begged  to  move  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned. 

Mr.  bright  said,  the  Opposition  were 
pursuing  a  course  which  would  make  it 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  carry  on 
the  business  of  the  country;  they  would 
neither  let  the  Government  measures  pass, 
nor  take  the  reins  of  Government  them- 
selves. As  for  the  present  Bill,  there 
might  not  be  much  good  in  it,  but  there 
could  not  be  much  harm.  "  The  British 
lion"  seemed  to  be  frightened  at  a  mere 
ghost. 

Captain  HARRIS  said,  if  the  Bill  was 
strictly  confined  to  carrying  into  effect  tiie 
principle  of  allowing  diplomatic  intercourse 
with  a  temporal  prince,  he  (Captain  Harris) 
was  not  disposed  to  vote  against  it. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  thai 
the  debate  be  adjourned  :  —  Ayes  32 ; 
Noes  103  :  Majority  71. 

Question  again  put,  that  the  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  chair. 

Captain  VYSE  moved  that  the  House 
should  adjourn. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  perceived 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Universitj 
of  Dublin  had  just  left  the  House,  at  which 
he  was  not  surprised;  for,  being  a  Oen* 
tlcnian  of  the  highest  respectability,  he 
doubtless  had  too  much  regard  for  his  own 
character  to  vote  for  the  Motion  now  made. 

Mr.  FORBES  protested  against  the 
inferential  imputation  conveyed  bj  the 
noble  Lord's  language.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  too,  had  ventured  to 
I  charge  the  Members  on  the  opposition 
I  side  of  the  House  with  having  obstructed 
the  course  of  the  Government  during  the 
I  Session;  but  he  (Mr.  Forbes)  appealed  to 
i  the  noble  Lord  himself  whether  any  Oppo* 
sition  had  ever  acted  towards  a  Govern- 
ment with  greater  forbearance.  The  coun- 
try would  not  fail  to  contrast  the  conduct 
of  the  Opposition  towards  the  Government^ 
I  with  that  of  a  section  of  the  House  of 
which  the  Member  for  Manchester  waa 
lone  of  the  leaders,  when  Ministers  de^ 


509 


with  the  Court 


{Aug.  24} 


of  Borne  Bill. 


fflQ 


manded  additional  powers  to  enable  them 
to  preserve  the  public  peace. 

Mr.  SPOONER  assured  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  House  that  he  was  not  going  to 
repeat  what  he  had  said  upon  the  subject 
in  the  morning.  All  he  wished  to  saj  was, 
that  he  thought  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  upon  a  Gentleman  of  the  high  cha- 
racter of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin — 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  All  he  had  said 
was,  that  although  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  strenuously  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  and  would  give  it  his  opposition  in 
every  stage,  still  he  would  not  lend  him- 
self to  any  plan  of  obstruction  to  the  Bill 
by  repeated  Motions  for  adjournment;  and 
he  did  not  wonder  that,  acting  upon  that 
declaration  and  in  accordance  with  his 
high  character,  when  we  saw  that  plan 
adopted,  he  had  left  the  House. 

Mr.  SPOONER:  That  explanation 
then  very  certainly  threw  a  slur  upon  all 
those  Gentlemen  who  had  joined  in  the 
late  division.  If  that  was  to  be  the  way 
in  which  the  conscientious  conduct  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  was  to  be  attacked  in  that 
House,  they  might  be  sure  there  would 
be  no  flinching  on  his  side.  If  faction 
could  fairly  be  attributed  to  any  one,  it 
was  to  the  noble  Lord  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Did  the  noble  Lord  mean 
to  pass  the  Bill  with,  or  without,  the  con- 
currence of  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Did 
he  mean  to  say  that  one  hundred  Members 
supporting  him  was  really  and  unequivo- 
cally an  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons  ?  He  had 
never  been  in  the  habit  of  setting  himself 
up  against  the  opinion  of  the  House;  but 
he  must  repudiate  the  unjustifiable  charge 
of  the  noble  Lord,  both  for  himself  and 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  joined  with 
him  in  the  late  division.  He  felt  bound  to 
resent  that  charge,  and  he  was  not  to  be 
bullied  out  of  the  line  of  conduct  which  he 
had  laid  down  for  himself,  namely,  that  of 
an  hon.  and  independent  Member  of  that 
House.  He  would  still  oppose  the  Bill  in 
every  way  which  the  constitutional  Parlia- 
mentary privileges  would  allow. 

The  House  subsequently  divided  upon  the 
question,  that  the  House  will  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee: — Ayes  111;  Noes 
34:  Majority  77. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Abdy,  T.  N.  Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Adair,  II.  E.  Earl  of 

Adair,  R.  A.  S.  Bagshaw,  J. 

Armstroog,  Sir  A.  Baring,  rt .  hon.  Sir  F.  T. 


Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Bemal,  R. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bright,  J. 
Brotherton,  J, 
Brown,  W. 
BuUer,  C. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
ChUders,  J.  W. 
Clay,  J. 

Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Divett,  E. 
Dodd,  G. 

Drumlanrig,  Visct, 
Drummond,  H. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  Sir  D.  L. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forstcr,  M. 
Greene,  J. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Hawes,  B. 
Ilay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hobhouso,rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  P.  U. 
Jcrvis,  Sir  J. 
Keogh,  W. 

Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 


M'Gregor,  J. 
Mangles,  R.  D, 
Martin,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Moffatt,  G. 
MonseU,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Munti,  G.  F. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J, 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pearson,  G. 
Peohell,  Capt. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,rt.hon.SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Talfourd,  Sen. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
ToUemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Verney,  Sir  U. 
Wakley,  T. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
WeUesley,  Lord  0. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Tufnell,  II. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Blackstone.  W.  S. 
Bruen,  C. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Cabbell,  B.  B. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Dick,  Q. 
Duncan,  G. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Frcwcn,  C.  H. 
Goring,  C. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Uildyard,  T.  B.  T. 


Hood,  Sir  A. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Knox,  Col. 
Lacy,  II.  C. 
Mandeville,  Visct. 
Masterman,  J. 
Napier,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
O'ConneU,  J. 
Pigott,  F. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C, 
Reid,  Col. 
Ronton,  J.  C. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Spooner,  R. 
Tyr«U,SipJ.T. 
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Vesy,  R  H.  R.  H.  Wyld,  X  1  ambassador  within  distinct  boundaries  as  to 

.     ^      _  _  TELLERS.  the  spiritunl  and  temporal  jurisdiction  of 

Anstey,  T.  C.  Urquhart,  D.  ^^^  Sovereign  of  the  Roman  States,  than 

to  leave  them  open  to  a  misconstruction 
on  his  part.  Obscure  hints  had  been  heard 
of  an  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Pope  to 
portion  out  this  country  into  bishoprics; 
and  if  this  Bill  was  to  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose described  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  of 
tranquillising  Ireland  by  exercising  an  in- 
fluence over  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
he  had  serious  apprehensions  that  tlus 
state  of  things  would  be  hereafter  made 
an  excuse  for  adding  another  link  to  the 
chain  which  bound  our  Church  and  State 
together.  He  should  take  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  upon  this  proposal. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  hoped 
the  House  would  not  accede  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  for  if  it 
produced  any  effect  at  all,  it  would  be  an 
injurious  effect.  It  was  proposed  to  es- 
tablish diplomatic  relations  with  the  Court 
of  Rome,  in  the  same  manner  as  with 
the  Court  of  Russia,  Prussia,  or  any  other 
Court ;  but  if  these  words  were  inserted 
in  the  Bill,  in  cases  where  there  was  the 
least  ingredient  of  a  spiritual  character,  it 
would  be  injurious.  Questions  of  a  mixed 
character  might  arise,  though  in  the  result 
they  were  of  a  temporal  nature,  and  in  such 
no  interference  could  take  place.  Suppose 
the  Pope  introduced  any  regulation  as  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Canada,  this  qua- 
lification would  prevent  any  interference. 
At  present  the  Pope  might  divide  this 
country  into  bishoprics  and  archbishoprics; 
and  if  the  Amendment  were  agreed  to,  he 
might  do  so  still;  but  if  we  had  free  diplo- 
matic relations  with  him,  the  British  Go- 
vernment might  interfere  to  prevent  such 
a  division. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  thought,  that  the  real 
object  and  tendency  of  the  Bill  had  now 
been  indicated.  For  •*  Canada**  read 
**  Ireland,**  and  a  good  key  to  the  Minis- 
terial intentions  was  supplied.  He  could 
see  no  reason  why  the  Government  should 
refuse  compliance  with  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lambeth. 
If  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment really  meant  to  deal  fairly  with 
the  House  and  the  country,  and  not  con- 
ceal anything,  he  would  rise  and  express 
his  willingness  to  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  would  move 
that  the  Chairman  report  progress,  in 
order  that  the  subject  might  be  more  fully 
discussed 
SirK.'h.  INGLIS  wished  to  ask  the 


House  in  Committee. 

On  the  1st  Clause, 

Mr.  ANSTEY  proposed  in  the  1st 
Clause  the  striking  out  of  the  words  "  not- 
withstanding anything  to  the  contrary  now 
in  force,  is  to  be,**  in  line  nine,  and  the 
insertion  of  the  words  **  it  is**  in  line  ten. 
The  effect  of  this  Amendment  would  be, 
to  leave  the  law  as  it  at  present  is  accor- 
ding to  the  authority  of  Lord  Campbell. 
[The  hon.  and  learned  Member  here  quoted 
from  Hansard  of  1847,  a  part  of  Lord 
Campbell's  speech.]  It  was  no  doubt  in 
consequence  of  these  opinions  of  Lord 
Campbell  that  this  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced; and  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this 
country  learned  to  their  consternation  that 
their  favourite  Ministers  of  State  had  de- 
termined that  the  Pope  should  have  less 
authority  henceforward  in  England  and 
Scotland  than  was  granted  to  him  by  the 
Act  of  Toleration  in  1791.  It  was  there- 
fore because  he  would  rescue  the  religious 
freedom  at  once  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants,  that  he  proposed  this 
Amendment. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  both  Lord 
Campbell  and  Lord  Cottenham  had  no 
doubts  as  to  the  law;  but  they  said  there 
might  be  doubts,  though  they  had  none; 
and  whilst  the  matter  was  not  entirely 
clear  it  would  not  be  safe  to  act,  and  it 
was  to  remove  those  doubts  that  the  words 
were  introduced  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposed  to  omit. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  C.  PEARSON  moved  the  addition 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  to  the  effect, 
that  the  diplomatic  intercourse  with  Rome 
should  be  **  touching  and  concerning  in- 
ternational, civil,  commercial,  and  political 
relations.**  If  it  was  really  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  confine  the  powers 
of  its  representative  to  such  diplomatic  bu- 
siness as  would  be  conducted  with  any 
other  State,  there  could  bo  no  objection  to 
his  Amendment;  but  if  the  exposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  was  right, 
and  it  was  intended  to  qualify  the  British 
representative  to  communicate  with  the 
See  of  Rome  regarding  our  domestic  affairs 
in  Ireland,  through  the  instrumentality  of 
the  Catholic  priesthood,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary so  to  qualify  the  Bill.  In  either  case 
an  Amendment  was  necessary  to  remove 
doubts.  The  noble  Lord  would  find  it 
more  expedient  to  limit  the  powers  of  the 
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noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston)  whether, 
if  the  BUI  provided  for  diplomatic  inter- 
course with  the  head  of  any  other  State 
than  Rome,  the  Amendment  now  under 
consideration  would  be  objected  to  ?  The 
Pope  had  two  distinct  characters,  his  tem- 
poral authority  as  a  prince,  and  his  spiri- 
tual authority  as  a  Pontiff,  and  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  authorise  the  Government 
to  enter  into  engagements  with  him  in  his 
double  capacity.  That  was  the  reason 
why  they  opposed  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pearson).  The  real 
object  of  the  Bill  was  clearly  to  enable  the 
Government  to  ask  the  Pope  to  use  certain 
influence  with  respect  to  his  Catholic  sub- 
jects in  Ireland,  which  the  Government 
did  not  feel  themselves  at  liberty  at  pre- 
sent to  do. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  begged,  in 
reply,  to  ask  a  question  of  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  often  applied  to  him  to  make  re- 
presentations to  the  Government  of  Sar- 
dinia in  favour  of  the  Protestants  of  the 
Vaudois,  and  who  had  also  urged  him  to 
use  his  influence  with  the  Government  of 
Switzerland  on  the  subject  of  certain  reli- 
gions which  interfered  with  some  religious 
persons  in  the  cantons  of  Switzerland. 
Now,  would  his  hon.  Friend  call  that  an  in- 
terference either  in  "  political,  commercial, 
civil,  or  intemational''  affairs  ?  Such 
questions  wo«ild  give  rise  to  very  disagree- 
able refinements,  and  it  was  not  desirable 
to  preclude  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try from  making  similar  representations, 
if  it  were  thought  desirable,  to  the  Court 
of  Rome. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  wished  to  be 
informed  what  the  effect  of  the  exclusion 
of  the  words  **  Court  of  Rome'*  would  be 
on  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  if  the  week 
after  it  passed,  it  was  found  that  the  Em- 
peror of  Austria  had  declared  himself  So- 
vereign of  the  Roman  States,  or  the  people 
of  Rome  had  established  a  republic,  one 
and  indivisible,  the  Pope  contenting  him- 
self with  the  title  of  Bishop  of  Rome  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  if  the 
Pope  ceased  to  be  a  sovereign,  there  was  no 
law  to  prevent  this  country  from  entering 
into  diplomatic  or  other  relations  with  the 
Government  which  might  succeed  him.  It 
was  only  so  long  as  he  was  Pope  that  the 
present  Bill  applied. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  did  not  want  to 
know  whether  it  would  be  lawful  to  com- 
municate with  the  Emperor  of  Austria; 
but  whether  it  would  be  lawful  under  this 
Bill  to  communicate  with  the  Pope.     Sup- 
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pose  the  Pope  were  sent  to  Avignon,  as 
had  happened  before,  would  it  be  lawful 
or  not  under  this  Bill  to  communicate  with 
him  there  ?  If  the  Bill  had  any  meaning, 
it  was  to  settle  this  question;  and  it  ought 
not  to  be  evaded  under  an  obscurity  of 
terms. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  be  added :  —  Ayes  30; 
Noes  93  :  Majority  63. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Anstey,  T.  C.  Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Napier,  J. 

Bruen,  Col.  Newdegate,  0.  N. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.  O'Connell,  J. 

Buxton,  Sir  E.  N.  Pigott,  F. 

Chichester,  Lord  J.  L.  Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 

Forbes,  W.  Reid,  Col. 

Forester,  hoh.  G.  C.  W.  Ronton,  J.  C. 

Frewen,  C.  H.  Robinson,  G.  R. 

Grogan,  E.  Talfourd,  Serj. 

Hamilton,  J.  H.  Thompson,  G. 

Harris,  hon.  Capt.  Urquhart,  D. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T.  Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  tbllbbs. 

Knox,  Col.  Pearson,  C. 

Mandeville,  Visct.  Spooner,  R. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  moved,  that  at 
the  end  of  the  clause,  after  the  words 
**  Sovereign  of  the  Roman  States,"  the 
words  ''and  Sovereign  Pontiff"  be  added. 

The  Committee  again  divided : — Ayes  8; 
Noes  104  :  Majority  96. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Fagan,  J.  Thompson,  Col, 

Greene,  J.  Urquhart,  D. 
Moore,  G.  H. 

O'Connell,  M.  J.  tbllkr^ 

Power,  Dr.  OTonnell,  J. 

Reynolds,  J.  Anstey,  T.  C. 

Clause,  as  amended,  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill.  House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  August  25,  1848. 

MiNUTBS.]     Public  Bills.—]*  Fever  (Ireland) i    Local 
Acts;  Nuisances  and  Contagious  Diseases t  Transfer  of 
Landed  Property  (Ireland). 
Reported.— Yfolverhunpton  Curacy  (No.  S) ;   Petty  B«f , 

&c.  Office  (Court  of  Chancery) ;  Poor  Removal  (No.  S). 
5°  and  passed  :>Parochial  Debt    and  Audit;    Farmer^ 
Esute  Society  (Ireland);  Fisheries  (Ireland). 

pBTiTioivs  Prrsbntko.  FrooQ  the  InhabiUots  of  Hey- 
wood,  for  the  Adoption  of  a  System  of  Secular  JEduca' 
tion  in  the  County  of  Lancaster.— From  the  Parishes  of 
St.  Andrew,  Holbom,  and  St.  Matthew,  Bethnal  Green, 
for  the  Prevention  of  Sunday  Trading. 

CASE  OF  COLONEL  BRISTOWE. 
Lord  BEAUMONT,  in  compliance  with 
a  notice,  rose  to  present  a  petition  from 
Colonel  Bristowe,  with  regard  to  his  im- 
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prisonment  in,  and  expulsion  from,  Spain. 
This  gentleman  was  an  officer  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Army,  and  he  complained  that  in 
his  person  the  liberty  of  a  British  subject 
had  been  violated,  and  the  courtesy  of  in- 
ternational customs  disregarded.  Colonel 
Bristowe  had  for  a  few  years  resided  in  a 
private  character  at  Madrid,  and  during 
that  time  he  had  entered  into  no  politicfd 
connexions  whatever,  and  had  not  even 
frequented  any  place  where  political  sub- 
jects were  discussed.  On  the  24th  of  May 
last,  without  any  notice,  his  apartment 
was  entered  by  twenty  men,  agents  of  the 
Spanish  police.  His  person  was  seized, 
his  papers  were  taken,  and  he  was  carried 
through  the  streets  to  the  office  of  the 
chief  of  the  police.  On  arriving  there  the 
chief  refused  to  make  any  statement  to 
Colonel  Bristowe  with  regard  to  the  mo- 
tives which  had  led  to  his  arrest.  He  was 
lodged  in  prison  with  fifty  or  sixty  other 
persons  confined  for  various  offences.  The 
following  day  some  of  his  papers  were  re- 
turned, and  the  others  kept,  being  letters 
to  ordinary  acquaintances,  and  to  near  re- 
lations on  domestic  affairs.  He  was  then 
placed  in  a  kind  of  carriage,  along  with 
two  agents  of  the  police,  who  conveyed 
him  to  Bilboa,  and  there  he  was  put  into 
the  mail  and  sent  to  the  frontier.  Colonel 
Bristowe  had  endeavoured  at  various  times 
to  obtain  information  respecting  the  cause 
of  this  treatment,  but  he  could  get  no 
answer.  Having  heard  before  of  these 
pranks  on  the  part  of  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, this  proceeding  had  not  surprised 
him;  this  was  not  the  only  instance,  nor 
one  of  the  greatest  instances  of  its  viola- 
tion of  the  usual  customs  and  courtesies  of 
nations.  There  was,  however,  this  differ- 
ence between  the  present  and  another  in- 
stance, that  here  nothing  like  an  excuse 
or  a  reason  had  been  set  up.  The  case  of 
Colonel  Bristowe  not  being  a  single  iso- 
lated case,  great  alarm  was  felt  from  the 
possibility  that  not  only  the  liberty  of 
other  British  subjects  might  be  endanger- 
ed, but  that  our  merchants  might  incur 
risk,  and  that  the  interests  of  British  com- 
merce might  suffer.  Persons  engaged  in 
trade  resided  in  foreign  countries  upon  the 
faith  that  they  would  enjoy  their  personal 
liberty ;  and,  as  there  was  no  war  between 
the  two  countries,  British  subjects  in 
Spain  had  a  right  to  expect  that  their 
persons  and  dealings  would  be  respected 
there.  Although  diplomatic  relations  had 
ceased  between  the  two  countries,  there 
were  means  and  opportunities,  if  diplo- 


matic relations  should  not  be  renewed,  for 
enforcing  the  rights  of  British  subjects  to 
redress.  Commercial  grievances  would  re- 
quire prompt  attention;  and  he  warned  the 
Government  of  Spain  not  to  urge  forbear- 
ance too  far,  since  it  might  have  an  end. 
Upon  these  public  grounds  it  was  that  he 
haii  proposed  to  draw  their  Lordships'  at- 
tention to  this  case;  and  he  hoped  that 
measures  would  be  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  order  that,  if  it  were  not 
Ukely  that  diplomatic  relations  with  Spain 
should  return  to  their  former  state,  the 
interests  and  the  liberties  of  Englishmen 
in  Spain  should  not  be  left  unprotected. 
The  petitioner  prayed  that  some  steps 
might  be  taken  to  indemnify  him  for  the 
injury  he  had  suffered,  and  the  losses  to 
which  he  had  been  exposed. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  con- 
curred in  the  view  taken  by  his  noble 
Friend  of  the  ill  usage  to  which  Colonel 
Bristowe  had  been  most  improperly  and  un- 
justifiably exposed,  and  respecting  which, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  no  explanation  had 
been  received.  At  the  same  time,  he  coold 
assure  his  noble  Friend  and  the  House 
that  there  had  been  no  remissness  what- 
ever on  the  part  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
As  soon  as  his  noble  Friend  was  made 
acquainted  with  the  occurrence,  he  ad- 
dressed a  remonstrance  to-^M.  Isturitx 
upon  the  subject,  who  expressed  his  con- 
cern at  it,  and  said  he  would  obtain  infor- 
mation, and  forward  an  explanation  to  his 
noble  Friend.  But  neither  before  the  de- 
parture of  M.  Isturitz,  nor  since  his  de- 
parture, had  any  such  explanation  been 
afforded.  Mr.  Otway,  who  still  remained 
in  Spain,  had  addressed  a  remonstrance 
upon  the  subject  to  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, with  the  same  result  which  had  at- 
tended Colonel  Bristowe 's  applications. 
Unless  some  explanation  should  be  afford- 
ed hereafter,  such  a  proceeding  was  not 
consistent  with  the  customs  and  courtesies 
of  civilised  countries;  and,  under  any  other 
Government  than  the  present,  he  should 
have  thought  that  the  Spanish  nation 
would  be  the  last  that  would  be  guilty  of 
such  an  act.  He  was  quite  certain  that 
his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Fo- 
reign Department  had  done  his  duty  in 
the  matter;  but  if  his  representations  were 
unattended  to,  it  was  not  his  fault. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  was  obliged  to  the 
noble  Marquess  for  the  observations  he 
had  made.  He  would  merely  add  that,  in 
matters  of  trade,  our  consular  agents  in 
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Spain   were    authorised   to   communicate 
with  the  Spanish  Government. 
House  adjourned. 
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Protest  against  tlie  Third  Beading  of  the 
Irish  Fisheries  Bill 

1.  Because  a  Bill  of  this  nature,  dealing  with 
Tarious  and  conflicting  rights,  ought  not  to  have 
been  forced  forward  for  the  adoption  of  Parlia- 
ment in  the  absence  of  nearly  every  Peer  connect- 
ed with  Ireland,  and  at  a  period  when  it  is  impos- 
sible to  give  the  subject  due  consideration. 

2.  Because  the  Bill  is  founded  on  a  principle 
not  only  unprecedented,  but  indefensible  ;  oppres- 
sive and  discretionary  powers  of  taxation  being 
vested,  not  in  the  owners  of  property,  but  in  con- 
servators, chosen  by  persons  who  may  for  the  most 
part  possess  no  property  whatsoever,  and  whose 
only  qualification  is  the  payment  of  a  license  duty 
for  the  use  of  a  fishing  rod  or  net. 

3.  Because  a  system  of  annual  election  by  a 
constituency  not  required  to  possess  a  property 
qualification  cannot  fail  to  lead  to  confusion,  mis- 
management, and  strife,  when  applied  to  the  go- 
vernment of  a  district  which,  like  that  of  the 
Shannon,  may  extend  for  several  hundred  miles. 

4.  Because  the  imposition  of  an  annual  license 
duty,  leyiable  from  the  poorer  class  of  fishermen, 
and  exceeding  the  total  value  of  the  cats  and  nets 
employed  by  them,  is  grievous  and  oppressive: 
calculated  to  deprive  many  honest  and  industrious 
persons  of  their  means  of  livelihood  at  a  time  of 
unexampled  distress,  and  which  cannot  fail  to  pro- 
duce just  discontent,  leading  to  acts  of  violence 
and  resistance  to  the  law. 

6.  Because  the  imposition  of  an  invariable  tax 
on  all  Scotch  weirs,  without  any  reference  to  their 
reUtive  value,  is  unjust  and  unequal,  and  will  in 
many  instances  act  as  a  prohibition  against  a  mode 
of  fishery,  which  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  Great 
Britain  has  been  found  profitable  and  productive, 
and  is  a  violation  of  all  the  rights  of  property. 

6.  Because  the  power  of  levying  a  tax  of  10  per 
cent  on  the  rated  value  of  any  description  of  fishery 
is  iniquitous  and  unjust,  and  is  the  less  defensible 
at  a  period  when  Parliament  has  withheld  its  as- 
sent from  an  additional  property  tax  of  2  per  cent, 
though  stated  by  responsible  Ministers  to  be  re- 
quired by  the  exigencies  of  the  State. 

7.  Because  the  appointment  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment of  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  to  hold  the  ad- 
ditional  ofQco  of  Conmiissioners,  is  inconsistent 
with  all  sound  principles  of  administration,  the 
same  individuals  being  called  on  to  discharge  con- 
flicting duties,  to  issue  orders  as  Commissioners, 
to  execute  those  orders  as  inspectors,  and  finally, 
to  decide  and  to  report  on  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  themselves  executed  their  ministerial 
duties. 

8.  Because  it  is  not  shown,  or  even  suggested, 
that  this  extraordinary  Bill  has  been  sanctioned  or 
recommended  by  the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Fish- 
cries,  the  official  functionaries  appointed  under  a 
recent  statute  to  report  annually  to  the  Legisla- 
ture and  to  Parliament  on  this  subject. 

9.  Because  on  these  grounds  the  Bill  is  unwise 
and  unjust,  oppressive  to  the  poor,  partial  in  its 
bearing  on  the  more  wealthy,  destructive  to  in- 
dustry, and  inconsistent  with  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty, and  is  therefore  likely  to  create  just  feelinffS 
of  ditoontent  in  Iraland,  irhen  that  ooimtry  !• 


made  the  subject  and  the  victim  of  a  legislative 
experiment  which  could  never  have  been  proposed, 
much  less  carried,  in  relation  to  the  analogous  in- 
terests of  Great  Britain. 

MONTEAGLE  OF  BRANDON. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  August  ?5,  1848. 

Mtnotis.]  Public  Bills.— 1<*  Poft  Hone  Liomoes, 
&c;  Postage  on  Newspapers  (Channel  Islands,  dux); 
Lock-up  Houses ;  Drainage  Certificates ;  Savings'  Bankf . 

so  Royal  Military  Asylum. 

ReporUd,—S\Ave  Trade  (Equator)  t  Renewable  Leaiehold 
Conversion  (Ireland). 

3°  and  passed :— Transfer  of  Landed  Property  (Ireland)  | 
Local  Acts;  Fever  (Ireland)  ;  Dublin  Police. 

PcTiTioifS  Prbssntkd.  By  Mr.  Hume,  from  several 
Proprietors  of  India  Stock,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Case  of 
the  Ra^ah  of  Sattara.— By  Mr.  Wyld,  firom  Miners,  and 
Others,  at  Camborne,  against  the  Copper  and  Lead  Duties 
BilL— By  Mr.  Anderson,  fh>m  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  of  the  County  of  Orkney,  fen-  Inquiry  into  the 
Working  of  the  Excise  Laws.— By  Mr.  Henry,  f^om 
Members  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Bury  Union, 
Lancashire,  tor  Rating  Owners,  in  lieu  of  Occupiars,  of 
Tenements. — By  several  Persons,  in  London  and  its 
Vicinity,  for  Ameliorating  the  Condition  of  the  Chartist 
Prisoners. — By  Mr.  Maxwell,  from  the  Protestant  Inha- 
bitants of  the  Parish  of  Granard,  in  the  County  of  Long- 
ford, for  Encouragement  to  Schools  in  Connexion  with 
the  Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Wak- 
ley,  ftom  Edward  Nye,  56,  Cavendish  Street,  New 
Ninth  Road,  London,  praying  the  House  to  take  his 
Case  into  Consideration.— By  Captain  Pechell,  from 
Matthew  Phillips,  Geographical  Engineer,  for  an  Inquiry 
into  the  Prospects  of  the  Poor  in  the  coming  Winter, 

DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS  WITH  THE 
COURT  OF  ROME  BILL. 

On  the  question  that  the  House  resolre 
itself  into  Committee, 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  he  should  oppose 
the  Motion,  for  he  ohjected  to  the  passing 
of  any  such  measure,  especially  at  a  period 
of  the  Session  when  so  many  Memhers 
were  out  of  town  that  not  ahove  one  hun- 
dred remained.  He  ohjected  to  the  Bill 
also  as  a  direct  and  injurious  interference 
with  the  Bill  of  Rights  and  with  the  Act 
of  Settlement;  and  he  further  ohjected  to 
it  because  it  was  a  matter  within  his  own 
knowledge  that  amongst  the  most  enlight- 
ened portion  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
an  opinion  was  gaining  ground  that  there 
was  some  mystery  behind  this  Bill,  and  be 
was  hound  to  assure  the  House  that  it  was 
a  measure  looked  upon  with  great  suspi- 
cion. It  was  apprehended  that  secret  ne- 
gotiations were  to  be  carried  on  with  the 
Pope,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  that  per- 
sonage to  consent  to  those  clauses  which 
at  present  were  opposed  by  every  Roman 
Catholic  Member  of  that  House.  It  was 
also  apprehended  that  an  intention  was  en- 
tertained of  forming  an  alliance  between 
this  country  and  the  Pope,  for  his  better 
security,  both  as  a  secular  and  an  eeclesi- 
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astical  prince;  and  to  such  an  alliance  he 
shoald  be  strongly  opposed,  the  more  es- 
pecially if  it  had  any  tendency  to  entangle 
us  in  an  European  war.  To  any  result  of 
that  kind  he  felt  strongly  persuaded  that 
the  people  of  England  were  strenuously 
opposed.  He  objected  also  strongly  to  this 
Bill  as  being  a  further  abandonment  of 
Protestant  principle.  Ho  was  well  aware 
that  what  he  was  about  to  say  would  sub- 
ject him  to  the  charge  of  bigotry,  and 
bring  down  upon  him  the  animadversions 
of  many  within  or  without  those  walls; 
but  that  should  not  deter  him  from  doing 
what  he  conceived  to  be  an  imperative 
duty.  He  felt  himself  obliged  to  declare 
that  he  believed  the  blessing  of  the  Al- 
mighty had  been  most  mercifully  vouch- 
safed to  this  nation  so  long  as  she  adhered 
to  the  true  Christian  faith,  and  steadily 
opposed  what  he  believed  to  be  the  delu- 
sions of  Rome.  For  many  years  past  we 
had  been  by  degrees  departing  from  those 
pure  principles,  and  giving  our  counte- 
nance to  Popish  errors.  He  attributed 
much  of  our  present  distress  and  perplexity 
to  this  fatal  conduct.  He  wished  now, 
once  for  all,  to  protest  against  Parliament 
being  thus  coerced  by  a  tyrant  majority  to 
accept  a  Bill  which  ho  did  not  hesitate  to 
describe  as  forming  a  further  and  most 
dangerous  step  in  dereliction  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion.  Entertaining,  then,  these 
strong  opinions  with  reference  to  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  and  with  respect  also  to  the  time 
at  which  it  was  brought  forward,  he  claimed 
a  full  right  to  use  those  forms  which  would 
enable  him  to  delay  the  passing  of  the 
measure;  and  he  conceived  that  if  he  did 
80  use  them,  such  a  proceeding  could  not 
be  considered  factious. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  replied,  that  though 
it  might  be  consistent  with  the  forms  of  the 
House  to  take  the  course  which  the  hon. 
Member  intimated  his  intention  of  pursu- 
ing* J®^  certainly  such  a  mode  of  meeting 
the  present  question  would  not  be  consis- 
tent with  the  ancient  usage  of  Parliament. 
It  was  by  no  means  the  practice  of  that 
House  to  have  one,  two,  or  three  discus- 
sions upon  the  principle  of  a  Bill  after  that 
Bill  had  been  read  a  second  time.  Gene- 
rally speaking,  the  rules  and  forms  of  that 
House  had  a  tendency  to  promote  freedom 
of  debate,  and  to  prevent  also  the  extreme 
use  of  Ministerial  majorities.  If,  however, 
those  forms  came  to  be  abused,  the  House 
must  of  necessity  reconsider  them,  and 
would  probably  substitute  new  rules  and 
forms  of  proceeding  in  lieu  of  those  which 


were  at  present  in  force,  and  this  change 
might  possibly  be  effected  without  seriously 
injuring  any  constitutional  right  whatever. 
As  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
with  regard  to  the  Members  now  out  of 
town,  he  should  only  observe  that  when, 
upon  former  occasions,  divisions  took  place 
respecting  this  Bill,  the  numbers  were  three 
to  one  in  its  favour;  and  if  the  House 
were  now  full,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
numbers  on  either  side  would  continue  to 
be  in  that  proportion.  He  conceived  that 
the  Members  now  present  did  fairly  repre- 
sent the  opinion  of  the  House,  and  he  most 
add  that  if  every  Bill  were  to  be  thus  treat- 
ed, no  progress  in  public  business  could  be 
made.  If  towards  the  close  of  every  Ses- 
sion they  were  to  be  told  that  any  Bill 
which  had  taken  a  long  time  must  be  aban- 
doned, and  that  if  Ministers  refused  to  give 
up  the  measures  they  had  introduced,  that 
then  the  forms  of  the  House  were  to  be 
employed  against  them — if  such  were  to 
be  the  practice  of  Parliament,  he  did  not 
see  how  legislation  could  be  proceeded  with. 
There  was  nothing  extraordinary  in  a  pro- 
position to  establish  diplomatic  relations 
with  the  only  Sovereign  in  Europe  be- 
tween whom  and  this  country  no  such  re- 
lations at  present  subsisted.  If  he  were 
now  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  in  ex- 
plaining the  two  or  three  mysteries  which 
were  supposed  to  lurk  behind  this  measure, 
he  doubted  not  that  before  to-morrow  two 
or  three  other  mysteries  would  spring  up 
equally  entitled  to  explanation. 

Mr.  NE  WDEGATE  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  mistaken  if  he  supposed  that  the 
small  amount  of  the  opponents  to  the  mea- 
sure now  in  the  House  represented  only  a 
small  number  of  opponents  out  of  doors; 
and  vindicated  his  friends  about  him  from 
any  imputations  of  factiousness. 

On  the  proposition  of  the  2nd  Clause 
(not  lawful  for  the  Queen  to  receive  as 
Ambassador,  (be,  from  the  Court  of  Rome 
any  person  in  holy  orders), 

Mr.  ANSTEY  moved  the  omission  of 
the  word  *'  not,*'  contending  that  the  enact* 
ment  of  such  a  disqualifying  clause  as  the 
one  proposed  would  render  the  Bill  inope- 
rativo 

The  Earl  of  ARUNDEL  and  SURREY 
said,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Essex,  having  yesterday  charged  him 
with  being  in  the  habit  of  reading  a  disgust- 
ing book,  he  desired  to  explain,  in  order  to 
prevent  all  misconception  out  of  doors,  that 
the  book  alluded  to,  called  the  Garden  of 
the  iSoul,  was  a  book  of  religioas  exercise. 
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intended  to  aid  individuals  in  the  private 
examination  of  the  conscience;  and,  he 
might  ohserve,  in  reference  to  most  books, 
even  the  Holy  Scriptures,  that  if  isolated 
passages  were  taken  without  regard  to 
their  context  or  purpose,  specious  but  un- 
warrantable objections  might  be  urged 
against  them.  With  respect  to  the  clause 
under  consideration,  he  thought  they  must 
have  diplomatic  relations  with  the  Court  of 
Rome  fully  and  entirely,  or  not  at  all. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Youghal  was 
almost  bound  to  vote  against  his  own 
Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  opposed  the  Bill,  apprehending 
great  danger  from  it;  and  now  he  said, 
that  if  the  present  clause  were  retained  in 
its  existing  shape,  it  would  entirely  defeat 
the  operation  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would,  therefore,  accom- 
plish all  he  had  sought  to  effect  in  opposing 
the  Bill,  if  he  allowed  the  clause  to  stand 
unaltered.  He  was  opposed  to  the  removal 
of  the  disqualification  inserted  in  the  Bill  in 
another  place,  because  he  thought  its  reten- 
tion only  a  proper  deference  to  the  feelings 
of  a  large  class  of  the  population.  It  must 
be  recollected,  too,  that  the  Government  of 
Rome  was  now  constitutional  and  secu 
larised.  He  believed  an  eccle£iastic  had 
now  been  appointed  to  the  oflSce  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  who  was,  however,  the  only  eccle- 
siastic in  the  Administration.  The  Go- 
vernment of  Rome  was  now  lay,  respon- 
sible, and  constitutional;  and  the  proba- 
bility was,  that  the  lay  advisers  of  the 
Pope  would  be  desirous  that  some  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded  of  employing  in 
diplomatic  relations  the  nobles  of  the  Ro- 
man States.  This  clause  would  only  make 
that  the  law  of  this  country  which  was  now 
the  practice  of  other  non-Catholic  Govern- 
ments— Russia  and  Prussia  for  instance. 
Both  those  countries  had  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  the  Court  of  Rome;  but  they 
refused  to  receive  an  ecclesiastic  as  the  re- 
presentative of  Rome;  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  while  there  bad  been  Prussian 
and  Russian  Ministers  at  Rome,  there  had 
not  been  a  Roman  representative  either  at 
Berlin  or  St.  Petersburgh.  Supposing, 
then,  that  in  the  case  of  this  country  a 
similar  result  should  follow  the  maintenance 
of  this  clause,  our  diplomatic  relations  with 
the  Roman  States  would  not  be  put  upon 
a  singular  footing.  He  considered,  there- 
fore, that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  disturb 
the  clause. 

Sir  J.  TYRELL  said,  with  reference  to 


the  statement  he  had  made  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, and  which  had  been  alluded  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Arundel),  he  begged 
to  say  that,  although  he  made  that  state- 
ment under  some  warmth  of  feeling,  he 
would  not  withdraw  an  iota  of  it.  The 
noble  Lord  had  acknowledged  that  he  was 
in  the  habit  of  reading  a  Roman  Catholic 
book,  which,  from  a  regard  to  decency,  he 
(Sir  J.  Tyrell)  had  said  he  would  not  fur- 
ther refer  to  unless  he  were  challenged  to 
do  so.  If  it  was  the  wish  of  the  House, 
he  was  quite  ready  to  read  some  passages 
from  the  work  in  question.  [**  No,  no  !  '*] 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had,  on  a  former  occasion, 
referred  to  a  book  which  he  said  contained 
very  objectionable  passages,  and  which  he 
stated,  if  he  was  challenged  to  do  so,  he 
was  ready  to  read  to  the  House.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Arundel)  had  not  chal- 
lenged the  hon.  Baronet  to  read  those  pas- 
sages; and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  quite  right  in  not  having 
read  them.  This  was  not  at  all  a  question 
of  politics;  it  was  not  a  question  with  re- 
gard to  diplomatic  intercourse.  It  was  in 
fact  a  question  relating  to  the  religious  faith 
of  churches  to  which  vanous  Members  of 
that  House  belonged.  Every  one  knew 
that  certain  objections  were  made  by  all 
Protestants  to  the  Roman  Catholic  reli- 
gion, and  certain  answers  were  given  by 
Roman  Catholics  to  those  objections;  but, 
whether  those  objections  were  good  and 
sufficient  objections,  and  whether  the  an- 
swers were  good  and  sufficient  answers, 
were  questions  of  religious  feeling,  which 
he  thought  it  most  unfitting  that  that 
House  should  be  called  upon  to  decide. 
He  (Lord  J.  Russell)  would  especially  re- 
gret that  any  question  of  religious  faith 
should  be  introduced  in  a  manner  which 
might  be  offensive  to  the  feelings  of  any 
hon.  Member  of  that  House;  and  he  there- 
fore hoped,  that  not  only  the  hon.  Baronet, 
but  every  other  hon.  Member,  would  re- 
frain from  discussions  which  were  irrele- 
vant, and  which  might  be  offensive  to  many 
Gentlemen. 

Mr.  henry  DRUMMOND  said,  they 
had  had  some  little  proof  of  the  incompe- 
tency of  those  who  attacked  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  to  form  a  very  accurate 
judgment  on  the  subject;  for  the  most 
common  and  ordinary  book  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholic practice  was  so  new  to  these  persons 
that  it  absolutely  scared  them  from  their 
propriety.  As  these  objectors  appeared 
to  know  nothing  of  the  difference  between 
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opiniones  doctrince  et  disciplincB,  he  did 
not  wonder  that  they  had  shown  themselves 
inoapahle  of  doing  anything  heyond  ex- 
pressing a  rancorous  and  hlind  hostility  on 
a  subject  they  did  not  understand.  When 
these  hon.  Gentlemen  claimed  credit  to 
themselves  for  being  the  representatives  of 
all  the  Protestant  feeling  of  the  country, 
they  appeared  to  have  left  out  of  the  ques- 
tion most  unceremoniously  two  Gentlemen 
of  their  own  party  whose  reputation  stood 
as  high  as  that  of  any  Member  of  that 
House — the  hon.  Member  for  Midhurst 
(Mr.  Walpole),  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Stamford  (Mr.  Herries),  who  had  ex- 
pressed their  approbation  of  this  Bill,  and 
their  intention  to  support  it.  He  (Mr. 
Drummond)  regarded  this  clause  as  an  in- 
sult to  the  Roman  Catholics  and  the  Court 
of  Rome;  and,  as  he  believed  it  would  tend 
to  embarrass  the  working  of  the  measure, 
he  would  oppose  it.  The  hon.  Gentlemen 
near  him  must  be  in  utter  ignorance  of 
Romish  tricks,  if  they  thought  an  Act  of 
Parliament  could  prevent  the  Pope  from 
being  represented  in  this  country  by  an 
ecclesiastic.  Surely  these  simple  Gentle- 
men— these  canny  Scots — did  not  think 
tbey  were  a  match  for  Jesuits  ?  The  fact 
was,  that  this  clause  had  been  introduced 
into  the  Bill  as  a  sop  to  bigotry. 
.  Colonel  THOMPSON  believed  that  the 
clause  contained  much  that  was  frivolous, 
unreasonable,  and  impolitic;  but  on  read- 
ing the  words  in  print  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  recommend  those  interested 
in  its  passing,  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
accepting  it  as  it  stood. 

After  a  sbort  discussion,  chiefly  on  the 
Catholic  religion,  the  Amendment  was  ne- 
gatived. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  tbo  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill : — 
Ayes  79;  Noes  22  :  Majority  57. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
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TBLLBBS. 

Arundel    and   Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Howard,  P.  H. 


On  Clause  3, 

Mb.  PEARSON  moved  that  after  the 
words  "  That  nothing  herein  contained/' 
the  following  words  he  inserted,  **  shall 
authorise  any  intercourse  or  communion 
with  the  See  or  Church  of  Rome  upon 
ecclesiastical  and  spiritual  matters  now 
forbidden  by  law." 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  be  inserted: — Ayes  30; 
Noes  65  :  Majority  35. 
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Bruen,  Col. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Fagan,  J. 

FitzGerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Frewcn,  C.  H. 
Goring,  C. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Knox,  Col. 
Mandevllle,  Visct. 


Napier,  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Pigott,  F. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Spooner,  R. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Thompson,  G. 
Turner,  E. 
TyreU,  Sir  J.  T. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Williams,  J. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 

TBLLSB8. 

Pearson,  C. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 


525  The  Chartist 

List  of  the  Noes. 


{Aug.  25f 


Prisoners, 


026 
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The  Committee  again  divided  on  the 
question  that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill:— Ayes  77;  Noes  4 :   Majority  73. 
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Greene,  J: 
O'ConneU,  J. 


Power,  Dr. 
Reynolds,  J. 

TELLE  BS. 

Urquhart,  D. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 

House  resumed. 
Report  to  he  received. 

THE  CHARTIST  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  presented  a  petition 
complaining  of  the  treatment  to  which  the 
Chartist  prisoners  lately  convicted  as  mis- 
demeanants at  the  Old  Bailey  were  suh- 
jected  at  the  house  of  correction,  and  said 
he  had  presented  upon  a  former  occasion  a 
petition  of  the  same  kind.  The  petitioners 
stated  their  helief  that  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department  had  issued  special 
orders  for  the  coercive  treatment  of  the 
prisoners  in  the  house  of  correction,  and 
they  thought  it  quite  useless  to  petition 
the  Home  Office  on  the  suhject,  and  con- 
sequently now  appealed  to  that  House. 
He  (Mr.  Wakley)  believed  that  the  state- 
ment  was  altogether  unfounded;  and  in  his 


opinion  nothing  could  be  more  unreasona- 
ble or  unjust  than  to  entertain  such  a  be- 
lief with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  \Yhatever  his  politics 
might  be,  yet  with  reference  to  these  of- 
fenders, he  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  utterly  incapable  of  doing 
that  which  he  was  said  to  have  done;  and 
seeing  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  in 
his  place,  who  was  one  of  the  visiting  ma- 
gistrates of  the  prison,  he  begged  leave  to 
inquire  whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
allegations  of  the  petition  that  special  in- 
structions had  been  issued  from  the  Home 
Office  for  the  treatment  of  these  prisoners 
with  undue  or  unreasonable  severity;  whe- 
ther instructions  had  been  issued  from  the 
Home  Office  for  treating  them  as  felons; 
whether,  in  fact,  the  statements  in  the  pe- 
tition were  generally  correct;  and  .also  to 
state  what  was  the  actual  condition  of  the 
prisoners,  and  whether  at  the  present  mo> 
ment  they  were  making  any  complaints  to 
the  visiting  justices  as  to  the  treatment 
they  received  ? 

Sir  6.  GREY  said,  before  he  answered 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
might  be  allowed  to  advert  to  that  part  of 
the  petition  which  had  reference  to  him- 
self. He  should,  however,  state,  that  al- 
though the  petition  was  written  in  the  plu- 
ral number,  it  was  signed  by  one  individual 
only,  as  the  chairman  of  a  meeting,  with- 
out any  reference  to  any  meeting  in  that 
petition.  [Mr.  Waklet  said  it  was  agreed 
to  at  a  public  meeting.]  With  respect, 
however,  to  himself,  as  having  sent  special 
instructions  for  the  treatment  of  these 
prisoners,  he  begged  to  give  his  most  un« 
qualified  contradiction  to  that  statement. 
He  had  no  power  to  give  any  such  special 
instructions,  and  the  magistrates  would  not 
be  performing  their  duty  if  they  observed 
them.  The  prisoners  were  classed  by  the 
magistrates,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  under  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  had  no  authority  to  alter 
those  regulations.  As  to  another  state- 
ment in  the  petition,  that  it  was  useless  to 
address  the  Home  Office,  he  could  state 
that  that  was  not  the  fact;  for  two  of  the 
prisoners  had  addressed  him,  and  he  had 
referred  it  to  the  justices,  with  an  intima« 
tion  that  every  statement  that  was  made 
by  the  prisoners  should  have  every  reason- 
able  consideration. 

Mr,  G.  dodd  could  fully  corroborate 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partmenty  that  he  had  not  interfered  in  any 
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way  with  the  regulations  of  the  house  of 
correction.  The  memorials  sent  to  the 
Home  OflSce  hy  two  of  the  Chartist  prison- 
ers were  referred  to  the  visiting  magis- 
trates hy  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  had 
stated  to  him  that  he  hoped  no  unnecessary 
restrictions  would  he  imposed.  The  sen- 
tences on  the  prisoners  implied  that  they 
were  to  he  subjected  to  certain  rules  framed 
for  all  houses  of  correction  when  Lord 
Normanby  was  in  office,  and  had  not  since 
been  departed  from.  The  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  showed  that 
considerable  misrepresentation  had  gone 
abroad  with  respect  to  the  five  Chartist 
prisoners  now  undergoing  sentence  of  im- 
prisonment. As  a  visiting  magistrate,  he 
had  seen  these  persons  each  week,  and 
they  all  expressed  themselves  grateful  to 
the  magistrates,  and  more  particularly  to 
the  governor,  Lieutenant  Tracy,  for  the 
lenient  manner  in  which  the  regulations 
had  been  carried  out.  It  was  said  that 
the  prisoners'  hair  had  been  cut  close  im- 
mediately on  their  entering  the  prison. 
This  was  not  the  case.  Ernest  Jones's 
hair  was  cut  about  a  week  after  his  en- 
trance at  his  own  request,  and  by  the  ad- 
vice of  the  surgeon,  owing  to  the  weakness 
of  his  eyes.  The  others  were  cropped 
about  the  same  time,  except  Vernon's, 
M'hose  hair  was  not  cut  for  a  fortnight, 
and  then  not  after  the  Dover  crop,  but 
trimmed  in  the  same  manner  as  any  Gen- 
tleman in  the  House  would  have  had  his 
done.  The  prisoners  all  stated  they  had 
no  complaint  to  make  with  respect  to  their 
food.  The  dietary  of  the  house  was  a  loaf 
of  white  bread  weighing  nearly  a  pound  and 
a  half,  with  a  pint  of  cocoa,  for  breakfast, 
and  a  similar  loaf  and  a  pint  of  gruel  at  sup- 
per. Four  days  in  the  week  they  had  for 
dinner  six  ounces  of  meat  and  eight  ounces 
of  potatoes,  making  on  these  days  thirty- 
one  ounces  of  solid  food;  on  the  other  three 
days,  a  pint  and  a  half  of  good  soup  in 
lien  of  meat.  Fussell  and  Sharpe  both 
said,  that  if  every  working  man  lived 
nearly  as  well,  there  would  not  be  discon- 
tent in  the  country.  They  were  permitted 
to  have  books  sent  them  (subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  chaplain),  and  when  he  call- 
ed that  morning  Vernon  was  reading  a 
scientific  book,  and  Jones  workmg  a  ma- 
thematical problem.  In  fact,  every  indul- 
gence had  been  given.  Vernon  stated  to 
the  governor  that  he  was  accustomed  to 
take  baths,  and  the  governor  immediately 
ordered  he  should  have  them  two  or  three 
times  a  week.     The  sentence  on  these  pri- 


soners made  it  requisite  that  they  should 
be  put  in  prison  dress,  and  everything  fur- 
nished to  them  was  new.  The  dress  thej 
wore  was  that  of  misdemeanants,  blue, 
different  from  that  of  felons,  which  was  of 
gray  cloth  with  a  number  on  the  shoulder. 
He  hoped  he  had  given  such  explanation 
respecting  their  treatment  as  would  satisfy 
the  House;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  wished  for  more  information  he 
should  be  happy  to  give  it. 

THE  CONVICT  MITCHEL. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  wished  to  put  to  the 
Government  some  questions  with  respect 
to  the  treatment  of  the  convict  Mitchel. 
He  was  induced  to  do  so  because  it  had 
been  communicated  to  him  that  Mitchel 
was  not  treated  as  a  convict,  but,  to  use 
the  expression  of  his  informant,  who  was  a 
resident  in  Bermuda,  rather  as  a  State 
prisoner.  He  was  also  informed  through 
other  sources  that  the  convict  was  allowed 
the  use  of  two  rooms,  with  a  servant  to 
wait  upon  him — that  he  was  not  subjected 
to  any  kind  of  labour — that  he  wore  no  dis- 
tinctive dress — and  that  his  position  was 
better  than  that  of  many  officers  in  Her 
Majesty's  service  in  that  island.  Before 
however,  he  put  the  question  he  would  say, 
he  had  no  wish  to  press  harshly  upon  that 
unhappy  individual — far  from  it;  but  his 
object  was  to  ascertain,  what  was  so  im- 
portant to  the  public,  whether  the  law  of 
this  country  was  fairly,  justly,  and  impar- 
tially administered.  The  first  question  he 
would  put  was  to  the  gallant  Admiral  op- 
posite with  reference  to  the  treatment  of 
Mitchel  on  board  the  Seourge,  It  was 
stated  that  he  messed  with  the  officers  on 
going  to  Bermuda;  but  he  (Mr.  Robinson) 
was  unwilling  to  believe  it.  He  could  not 
think  it  possible;  but  it  was  publicly  stated, 
and  believed  at  Bermuda,  and  it  was  im- 
portant it  should  be  contradicted  for  the 
honour  of  the  naval  service  and  the  cha- 
racter of  the  gallant  Admiral.  The  ques- 
tion he  wished  to  put  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  was,  whe- 
ther any  orders  had  been  given  with  respect 
to  the  treatment  of  Mitchel  at  Bermuda, 
and  whether  any  communication  had  been 
made  to  the  Secretary  of  State  by  the  au- 
thorities at  Bermuda  as  to  the  manner  ia 
which  that  individual  had  been  treated? 

Sir  G.  grey  believed  he  could  answer 
both  the  questions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
as  far  as  any  information  was  in  the  power 
of  the  Government.  With  respect  to  the 
first,  he  could  say  that  no  such  informatiou 
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had  reached  the  Government;  and  he  was 
certain,  from  information  he  did  possess, 
and  from  the  nature  of  the  instructions 
addressed  to  the  captain  of  the  ship  in 
which  Mitchel  was  removed,  that  it  was 
not  coiTCCt.  The  hon.  Gentleman  would 
remark  that  Mitchel  was  not  sent  to  Ber- 
muda in  an  ordinary  convict  ship,  hut  in 
a  man-of-war.  Special  instructions  were 
given  to  the  captain  from  the  Admiralty, 
directing  him  to  take  every  precaution  for 
the  security  of  the  prisoner,  at  the  same 
time,  while  the  vessel  was  at  sea,  as  the 
prisoner  was  stated  hy  the  surgeon  of  the 
gaol  to  he  in  delicate  health,  to  select  a 
cabin  for  his  confinement,  placing  a  sentry 
at  the  door  where  his  meals  were  to  be 
taken.  He  must,  therefore,  utterly  disbe- 
lieve the  statement  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred.  A  letter  was  also  written 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Governor 
of  Bermuda,  calling  his  attention  to  the 
case  of  the  prisoner,  and  to  the  report  of 
the  surgeon  at  Spike  Island  as  to  the 
health  of  the  prisoner,  and  the  kind  of 
labour  for  which  he  was  unfit.  The  Go- 
vernment had  received  no  information  cor- 
roborative of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ment as  to  the  treatment  of  Mitchel  at 
Bermuda.  The  only  information  they  did 
possess  was  contained  in  a  despatch  dated 
the  4th  of  July,  in  which  the  Governor 
said,  that  the  medical  superintendent  stated 
it  as  his  opinion  that  Mitchel  was  suffer- 
ing from  a  chronic  afl^ection  of  the  lungs, 
and  that  he  had  caused  him  to  be  received 
on  board  the  Tenedos  hospital  ship.  Since 
that  information  was  received  he  had  been 
removed  from  the  Tenedos  to  another  con- 
vict hulk;  but  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  presumed 
that  the  state  of  the  convict's  health  had 
been  such  as  to  prevent  his  being  put  to 
any  kind  of  hard  labour,  as  convicts  usually 
were. 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  THE  POOR  (IRELAND). 
On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  chair  for  the  House  to  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means, 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  rose  to  move— 
"  That  no  future  appropriation  of  moneys  taken 
from  general  taxation  be  made  in  aid  of  the  Poor 
Rate  of  Irish  Unions  except  on  condition — 1 .  That 
it  be  expended  in  the  productive  employment  of 
the  able-bodied  poor.  2.  That  repayment  bo  se- 
cured by  a  lien  on  the  property  improved  by  the 
works,  as  well  as  on  the  rateable  property  of  tho 
Union." 

He  complained  that  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners employed  the  poor  in  stone- 
breaking,  which  was  au  unproductive  occu- 


pation, and  refused  the  request  which  had 
been  made  to  them  by  several  boards  of 
guardians,  that  the  ablebodied  paupers 
might  be  employed  in  productive  labour  on 
the  land.  There  was  no  difficulty  in  find- 
ing employment  for  productive  labour  in 
Ireland;  and  experience  had  shown,  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  of  Dr.  Harrison,  that 
the  ablebodied  poor  might  be  most  suc- 
cessfully engaged  in  reclaiming  waste  land. 
What  could  be  moro  demoralising  than 
feeding  men  in  a  state  of  perfect  idleness  ? 
If  any  public  money  was  to  be  contributed 
out  of  the  hard  earnings  of  the  people  of 
this  country  in  aid  of  the  poor-rates  of  some 
of  the  Irish  unions,  he  contended  that  it 
ought  to  be  spent  in  such  a  manner  as 
would  be  productive  of  some  profit,  so  as 
to  afibrd  some  chance  of  the  money  being 
repaid.  It  would  be  unjust  to  the  English 
public  if  some  condition  of  this  kind  did 
not  attach  to  the  loan  of  English  money. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  very  unfairly  thrown 
blame  on  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  for 
not  doing  that  which  the  law  did  not  em- 
power them  to  do.  He  complained  that 
the  ablebodied  paupers  were  not  provided 
for  by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and 
kept  in  employment.  Now,  it  was  enough 
to  say  that  the  law  absolutely  prohibited 
the  Commissioners  from  giving  relief  in  the 
way  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed.  The 
law  might  be  right  or  wrong;  but,  unques- 
tionably, it  prohibited  the  ablebodied  being 
relieved  except  in  the  workhouse.  He  en- 
tirely difl^ered  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  view  he  took  of  the  question.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  employment  of  pauper 
labourers  on  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
called  **  reproductive  works  "  would  be  at- 
tended with  success;  he  did  not  think  they 
would  be  reproductive  works  at  all.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say  what  those  re- 
productive works  ought  to  be.  He  merely 
quoted  from  Alison's  pamphlet  on  that  part 
of  the  question.  Now,  the  essence  of  Dr. 
Alison's  plan  was,  that  forcible  possession 
should  be  taken  of  waste  lands;  but  it  was 
impossible  tho  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
could  do  this,  as  no  such  compulsory  powers 
were  given  them.  He  believed  that  if  such 
a  plan  as  that  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  carried  out,  they  would  turn 
the  whole  country  into  ono  mass  of  pau- 
perism; and  he  therefore,  hoped  that  the 
propositions  submitted  by  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
House. 

Lord  0.  BENTINCK  said,  the  report 
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of  the  Commissioners  of  Publio  Works  in 
Ireland  contained  a  complete  refutation  of 
the  crotchets  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud,  and  showed  that  it  was 
impossible  to  carry  out  the  reclamation  of 
waste  lands  in  the  manner  he  proposed. 
The  report,  however,  gave,  on  the  other 
hand,  much  encouragement  to  the  House 
to  grant  loans  to  Irish  proprietors  for  the 
improvement  of  their  estates.  The  Com- 
missioners showed  that  great  advantages 
had  followed  the  drainage  and  other  works, 
and  that  they  anticipated  no  difficulty  in  a 
gradual  repayment  of  the  expenditure  in 
half-yearly  instalments. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  the  portions  of  the 
report  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  referred 
were  in  favour  of  the  propositions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud.  He  concurred  in 
the  principles  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Gentle« 
man,  and  he  thought  the  House  was  ob- 
liged to  him  for  calling  their  attention  to 
the  way  in  which  future  payments  for 
works  in  Ireland  ought  to  be  made.  He 
was  clearly  in  favour  of  a  system  by  which 
ablebodied  paupers  should  be  relieved  by 
means  of  labour,  provided  that  labour  was 
of  a  productive  character;  and  he  did  not 
see,  therefore,  why  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  not  be  agreed  to  by 
the  House. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  I  think  I  can 
agree  generally  with  the  principles  laid 
down  on  this  subject  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose;  but  I  do  not  go  along  with 
him  in  thinking  that  the  view  which  he  has 
so  far  commended  is  at  one  with  the  object 
which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Stroud  has  proposed.  It  may  be  very 
useful  to  advance  money  from  the  State 
on  particular  occasions,  with  the  view  of 
getting  work  executed  for  the  improve- 
ment of  estates;  and  that  is  what  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  referred  to  as 
having  been  done  under  the  Land  Im- 
provement Act.  In  a  case  of  that  kind  a 
loan  is  advanced  to  the  proprietor,  and  the 
Board  of  Works  sees  that  the  particular 
work  is  executed;  but  the  work  is  exe- 
cuted by  the  ordinary  means  of  giving  due 
wages  to  those  who  are  employed,  viz.,  the 
ablebodied  labourers,  who,  in  return  for 
those  wages,  perform  the  work  given  them 
to  do.  In  that  way  property  may  be 
much  improved;  a  fair  return  may  be  ob- 
tained for  the  money  expended;  employ- 
ment is  given;  and  the  whole  result  of 
such  money  being  advanced  is  very  bene- 
ficial to  all  parties.  There  is  another 
mode  in  which  the  State  may  be  called  on 


to  assist,  and  that  is  the  mode  in  which 
relief  is  afforded  in  this  country  in  a  time 
of  great  distress  and  destitution.  In  those 
periods  when  there  are  a  great  many  de»* 
stitute  poor,  those  destitute  poor  are  al« 
lowed  a  certain  amount  of  relief;  and  in 
order  to  obtain  proof  that  those  persons 
are  really  destitute,  and  that  they  would 
not  come  for  relief  if  they  could  find  em- 
ployment elsewhere,  some  work  which  is  of 
an  irksome  kind,  is  given  them  to  do — ^the 
work  being  of  value,  as  a  proof  that  they  are 
persons  to  whom  relief  should  be  afforded. 
That  is  the  way  in  which  we  spend  seyeral 
millions  a-year  in  this  country  for  the  re< 
lief  of  destitution.  Now,  both  these  things 
may  be  exceedingly  right  to  be  under^ 
taken,  and  both  have  their  separate  uses. 
But  if  you  attempt  to  combine  these  two 
things — ^if  you  say  you  will  employ  all  the 
paupers  in  a  district,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  undertake  useful  works,  by  means  of 
which  regular  wages  will  be  earned,  you 
are  just  doing  the  very  thing  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  objects;  be« 
cause  he  says,  and  says  truly,  that  it  the 
Government  undertakes  works  and  employs 
labour,  it  interferes  with  the  labour  market, 
and  therefore  the  whole  result  is  very  tm- 
satisfactory.  I  agree  with  him  in  that  re- 
spect. If  you  say  these  persons  are  desti- 
tute, and  therefore  you  must  employ  them, 
you  will  find  that  their  labour  is  not  worth 
that  which  it  pretends  to  be  worth,  and  that 
you  are  paying  them  money  in  the  way  of 
wages,  while  you  are  not  getting  work 
equal  to  the  amount  of  those  wages.  On 
the  other  hand,  you  find  a  number  of  per* 
sons  coming  to  these  public  works  who  are 
not  really  destitute,  and  to  whom  yoa 
would  not  otherwise  think  of  affording  re* 
lief.  There  aro,  however,  as  I  have  said, 
two  courses,  both  of  whiqh  may  be  neces- 
sary. The  one  is,  to  advance  money  to 
proprietors  to  be  laid  out  in  labour  for  the 
improvement  of  their  estates ;  and  the  other 
is,  that  in  cases  of  extreme  destitution  you 
afford  relief  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
the  misery  that  may  be  induced.  But  when 
you  attempt  to  combine  them,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  attempts  to  do,  you  will 
inevitably  fall  into  an  error  that  cannot  fail 
to  be  prejudicial.  I  believe  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose,  and  I  perfectly  agree  ia 
these  propositions;  but  then  these  are  not 
the  objects  sought  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud.  I  have  only  to  say  that  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  safe  to  adopt  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member,  as  it  would, 
I  am  afraid,  lead  to  some  highly  injorioufl 
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modes  of  proceeding  with  reference   to 
Ireland. 

Mr.  bright  :  From  the  speeches  that 
have  been  delivered  in  this  debate,  and 
from  what  we  know  of  Ireland,  it  is  clear 
that  country  is  so  entirely  disorganised,  that 
it  is  extremely  difficult  to  suggest  any 
means  by  which  relief  can  be  extensively 
given  without  causing  two  evils  :  first,  the 
waste  of  a  great  portion  of  the  money 
which  is  granted;  and  next,  the  demora- 
lisation of  a  large  number  of  those  to  whom 
the  relief  is  given.  It  is  on  account  of 
these  difficulties  that  I  am  disposed  to 
make  great  allowances  for  the  measures 
which  the  Government  have  undertaken, 
as  well  as  for  any  propositions  which  may 
be  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud, 
even  when  they  appear  somewhat  incon- 
sistent with  correct  economical  principles. 
As  this  is  probably  the  last  opportunity 
during  this  Session  when  the  question  of 
the  condition  of  Ireland  can  be  discussed, 
I  am  anxious  to  avail  myself  of  it  to  offer 
a  few  observations  to  the  House,  and  to 
explain  briefly  what  I  conceive  to  be  the 
course  which  ought  to  be  taken  with  re- 
gard to  that  country,  to  enable  its  popula- 
tion to  place  themselves  in  a  position  of 
comfort  and  independence.  The  past  of 
Ireland  is  known  to  us  all;  it  is  a  tale  of 
idleness,  and  poverty,  and  periodical  insur- 
rection: and  the  present  of  Ireland  is  like 
the  paJt,  except  that  at  this  moment  all 
its  ordinary  evils  are  exhibited  in  an  ag- 
gravated form.  But  there  are  one  or  two 
points  with  regard  to  this  subject  to  which 
I  wish  especially  to  ask  the  attention  of 
the  House.  Have  you  ever  fully  con- 
sidered the  effect  which  this  state  of  things 
in  Ireland  has  upon  the  condition  of  cer- 
tain districts  in  England  ?  We  bave  had 
some  threatenings  of  disturbances  in  Eng- 
land, and  of  disaffection — I  hope  it  is  not 
wide-spread — here  and  there  in  various 
parts  of  the  country.  Take  the  county 
of  Lancaster  as  an  example,  and  you  will 
see  something  of  the  consequences  of  a 
large  influx  of  the  Irish  population  into 
that  district.  In  Liverpool  and  Manches- 
ter, and  in  all  the  belt  of  towns  wbich  sur- 
round Manchester,  there  is  a  large  Irish 
population — in  fact,  there  is  an  Irish  quar- 
ter in  each  of  these  towns.  It  is  true  a 
great  number  of  these  persons  are  steady, 
respectable,  and  industrious,  but  it  is  no- 
torious that  a  large  portion  of  them  are 
the  directly  opposite  of  all  this.  They  bring 
to  this  country  all  the  vices  which  have  pre- 
vailed so  much  in  Ireland;  their  influence 


on  the  people  of  Lancashire  is  often  of  the 
most  unfavourable  character,  and  the  ef- 
fect of  their  example  on  the  native  popu« 
lation  must  necessarily  be  injurious.  We 
find  that  crimes  attended  with  violence  too 
much  prevail  in  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire. 
These  crimes  to  a  large  extent  are  com- 
mitted  by  persons  who  are  not  natives  of 
those  counties,  but  who  come  from  Ire- 
land, because  it  is  impossible  for  them  to 
find  subsistence  in  that  country.  There  is 
another  point  which  seems  to  me  impor* 
tant.  Driven  forth  by  poverty,  Irishmen 
emigrate  in  great  numbers,  and  in  whatso* 
ever  quarter  of  the  world  an  Irishman  sets 
his  foot,  there  stands  a  bitter — an  impla- 
cable enemy  of  England.  That  is  one 
of  the  results  of  the  wide-spread  disaffec- 
tion that  exists  in  Ireland.  There  are 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  the  population 
of  the  United  States  of  America  who  are 
Irish  by  birth,  or  by  immediate  descent; 
and  be  it  remembered.  Irishmen  settled  in 
the  United  States  have  a  large  influence 
in  public  affairs.  They  sometimes  sway 
the  election  of  Members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  may  even  affect  the  election  of 
the  President  of  the  Republic.  There  may 
come  a  time  when  questions  of  a  critical 
nature  will  bo  agitated  between  the  Go- 
vernments of  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States;  and  it  is  certain  that  at  such  a 
time  the  Irish  in  that  country  will  throw 
their  whole  weight  into  the  scale  against 
this  country,  and  against  peace  with  this 
country.  These  are  points  which  it  is  ne- 
cessary to  consider,  and  which  arise  out  of 
the  lamentable  condition  in  which  Ireland 
is  placed.  When  we  reflect  for  a  moment 
upon  the  destitution  which  millions  of  our 
countrymen  suffer  in  that  unfortunate 
island,  the  conclusion  is  inevitable  either 
that  the  Government  or  the  people  of 
Ireland  are  in  fault.  I  think  both  are 
in  fault.  I  think  the  Government  has 
been  negligent  of  Ireland.  I  do  not  mean 
the  present  Government  in  particular;  for 
they  are  fully  as  anxious  for  the  welfare  of 
Ireland  as  any  former  Administration  has 
been — but  I  think  the  Government  gene- 
rally has  been  negligent  of  Ireland.  It  is 
a  common  thing  to  hear  it  said,  and  espe- 
cially by  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Trea- 
sury bench,  that  the  remedy  for  Irish  evils 
is  difficult,  and  that  the  difficulty  seems 
insurmountable;  but  the  House  may  rest 
assured  that  no  difficulty  can  be  so  great 
as  that  which  must  be  met  if  no  remedy  is 
applied.  To  do  anything  that  can  be  ef- 
fectualy  mnat  be  infinitely  less  dangeroas 
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than  to  do  nothing.  Now  I  helieve  the 
real  difficulties  which  heset  this  question, 
do  not  arise  from  anything  in  Ireland,  so 
much  as  from  the  constitution  of  the  Go- 
vernment. This  House,  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  are  almost  exclu- 
sively aristocratic  in  their  character.  The 
Administration  is  therefore  necessarily  the 
same,  and  on  the  Treasury  henches  aristo- 
cracy reigns  supreme.  Not  fewer  than 
seven  Members  of  the  Cabinet  are  Members 
of  the  House  of  Lords;  and  every  other 
Member  of  it  is  either  a  Lord  by  title,  or 
on  the  very  threshold  of  the  peerage  by 
birth  or  marriage.  I  am  not  blaming  them 
for  this;  it  may  even  be  that  from  neither 
House  of  Parliament  can  fourteen  better 
men  be  chosen  to  £11  their  places.  But  I 
maintain  that  in  the  present  position  of 
Ireland,  and  looking  at  human  nature  as 
it  is,  it  is  not  possible  that  fourteen  Gen- 
tlemen, circumstanced  as  these  are,  can 
meet  round  the  Council  table,  and  with  un- 
biassed minds  fairly  discuss  the  question 
of  Ireland,  as  it  now  presents  itself  to  this 
House,  to  the  country,  and  to  the  world. 
The  condition  of  Ireland  requires  two 
kinds  of  remedies — one  political,  the  other 
social;  and  it  is  hard  to  tell  where  the  one 
ends  and  the  other  begins.  I  will  speak 
first  of  the  political  remedies.  At  present 
there  prevails  throughout  three-fourths  of 
the  Irish  people  a  total  unbelief  in  the 
honesty  and  integrity  of  the  Government 
of  this  country.  There  may  or  may  not 
be  good  grounds  for  all  this  ill-feeling;  but 
that  it  exists  no  man  acquainted  with  Ire- 
land will  deny.  The  first  step  to  be  taken 
is  to  remove  this  feeling;  and,  to  do  this, 
some  great  measure  or  measures  should  be 
offered  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  which  will 
act  as  a  complete  demonstration  to  them 
that  bygones  are  to  be  bygones  with  re- 
gard to  the  administration  of  Irish  affairs, 
and  that  henceforth  new,  and  generous, 
and  equal  principles  of  government  are  to 
be  adopted.  I  have  on  a  former  occasion 
stated  my  opinions  on  one  or  two  subjects, 
and  I  will  venture  again  briefly  to  explain 
them  to  the  House.  Ireland  has  long  been 
a  country  of  jars  and  turmoil,  and  its  jars 
have  arisen  chiefly  from  religious  dissen- 
sions. In  respect  of  matters  of  religion 
she  has  been  governed  in  a  manner  totally 
unknown  in  England  and  Scotland.  If 
Ireland  has  been  rightly  governed — if  it 
has  been  wise  and  just  to  maintain  the 
Protestant  Church  established  there,  you 
ought,  in  order  to  carry  out  your  sys- 
tem,   to  establish  Prelacy   in   Scotland, 


and  Catholicism  in  England  ;  and  if  you 
were  to  attempt  to  do  either  the  one  or 
the  other,  it  would  not  be  a  sham  but  a 
real  insurrection  you  would  provoke.  There 
must  be  equality  between  the  great  reli- 
gious sects  in  Ireland — between  Catholic 
and  Protestant.  It  is  impossible  that  this 
equality  can  be  much  longer  denied.  It 
is  suspected  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Goveniment  to  bring  forward  at  no  distant 
day,  if  they  can  catch  the  people  of  Eng- 
land napping,  a  proposition  for  paying  the 
Roman  Catholic  priests  of  Ireland.  On 
more  than  one  ground  I  should  object  to 
any  such  scheme.  In  the  first  place,  I  be- 
lieve the  Government  cannot,  from  any 
funds  they  possess,  or  from  any  they  can 
obtain,  place  the  Catholic  priests  on  an 
equality  with  the  ministers  of  the  Protes- 
tant Church;  and  if  they  cannot  do  that  in 
every  respect,  the  thing  is  not  worth  at- 
tempting. They  will,  I  think,  find  it  in- 
finitely more  easy,  aniJitwiUcertainly  be 
much  more  in  accordance  wittli  political  jus- 
tice, and  with  the  true  interests  of  religion, 
to  withdraw  from  Ireland  the  Church  Es- 
tablishment which  now  exists  there,  aAd  to 
bring  about  that  perfect  equality  which 
may  be  secured  by  taking  away  so  much 
of  the  funds  as  are  proved  to  be  totally 
unnecessary  for  the  wants  of  the  popula- 
tion. I  do  not  mean  that  you  should  with- 
draw from  the  Protestant  Church  every 
sixpence  now  in  its  possession;  Srhat  I 
mean  is,  that  you  should  separate  it  from 
the  State,  and  appropriate  all  the  funds  of 
which  it  might  justly  be  deprived  to  some 
grand  national  object,  such  as  the  support 
and  extension  of  the  system  of  education 
now  established  in  Ireland;  an  appropria- 
tion of  money  which  would,  I  am  sure, 
produce  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land an  entire  change  of  feeling  with  re- 
gard to  the  legislation  of  Parliament  in  re- 
lation to  their  country.  With  regard  to 
the  Parliamentary  representation  of  Ire- 
land, having  recently  spent  seventy-three 
days  in  an  examination  of  the  subject, 
whilst  serving  as  a  Member  of  the  Dublin 
Election  Committee,  I  assert  most  dis- 
tinctly that  the  representation  which  exists 
at  this  moment  is  a  fraud;  and  I  believe  it 
would  be  far  better  if  there  were  no  repro* 
sentation  at  all,  because  the  people  would 
not  then  he  deluded  by  the  idea  that  they 
had  a  representative  government  to  protect 
their  interests.  The  number  of  taxes  the 
people  have  to  pay,  in  order  to  secure 
either  the  municipal  or  Parliamentary  fran- 
chise, is  so  great  that  it  is  utterly  impossi- 
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ble  for  the  constitueDcies  to  be  iDaiDtained, 
and  for  public  opinion — the  honest,  real 
opinion  of  the  intelligent  classed  in  Ireland 
— ^to  obtain  any  common  or  decent  degree 
of  representation  in  the  imperial  Legisla- 
ture. I  feel  ^uite  confident  that  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  the  questions 
of  religious  equality  in  Ireland,  and  of  Irish 
representation,  must  receive  a  much  more 
serious  attention  than  they  have  obtained 
in  any  past  Session.  I  come  now  to  those 
social  questions  which  must  also  receive 
the  attention  of  Parliament,  for  if  they  do 
not,  the  political  remedies  will,  after  all,  be 
of  very  little  permanent  use.  I  advocate 
these  political  changes  on  the  ground,  not 
that  they  will  feed  the  hungry  or  employ 
the  idle,  but  that  they  will  be  as  oil  thrown 
upon  the  waters,  and  will  induce  the  people 
no  longer  to  feel  themselves  treated  as  a 
conquered  race.  It  is  agreed  on  all  sides 
that  the  social  remedies  which  are  imme- 
diately possible  to  us,  are  those  having  re- 
ference to  the  mode  in  which  the  land  of 
Ireland  is  owned,  or  held  and  cultivated — 
perhaps  **  not  cultivated"  would  be  a  more 
correct  expression.  The  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  has  alluded  to 
parts  of  Ireland  in  which  it  is  impossible 
that  the  land  as  at  present  held,  or  the 
rates  which  can  be  collected,  can  find  relief 
or  sustentation  for  the  people.  It  is  a  no- 
torious fact,  that  there  are  vast  tracts  of 
land  in  Ireland,  which,  if  left  in  the  hands 
of  nominal  and  bankrupt  owners,  will  never 
to  the  end  of  time  support  the  population 
which  ought  to  live  upon  them.  And  it  is 
on  this  ground  that  I  must  question  the 
policy  of  measures  for  expending  public 
money  with  a  view  to  the  cultivation  and 
reclamation  of  these  lands.  The  true  so- 
lution of  this  matter  is  to  get  the  lands  out 
of  the  hands  of  men  who  are  the  nominal, 
and  not  the  real,  possessors.  But  Parlia- 
ment maintains  laws  which  act  most  injuri- 
ously in  this  particular.  The  law  and  prac- 
tice of  entails  tend  to  keep  the  soil  in  large 
properties,  and  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
cannot  perform  their  duty  to  it.  It  will  be 
said  that  entails  exist  in  Scotland  and  in 
England.  Yes;  but  this  Session  a  law  has 
passed,  or  is  passing,  to  modify  the  system 
as  it  has  heretofore  existed  in  Scotland; 
and  in  England  many  of  its  evils  have  been 
partially  overcome  by  the  extraordinary, 
and,  to  some  degree,  the  accidental  exten- 
sion of  manufacturing  industry  among  the 
people.  In  Ireland  there  are  no  such  mi- 
tigations; a  code  of  laws  exist,  under  which 


it  is  impossible  for  the  land  and  the  pe6ple 
to  be  brought,  as  it  were,  together,  and  for 
industry  to  live  in  independence  and  com- 
fort, instead  of  crawling  to  this  House,  as 
it  does  almost  annually,  to  ask  alms  of  the 
hardworking  people  of  England.  The  law 
and  practice  of  primogeniture  is  another 
evil  of  the  same  character.  It  is  a  law 
unnatural  and  unjust  at  all  times;  but  in 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland  it  cannot 
much  longer  be  endured.  Were  I  called 
upon — and  it  is  a  bold  figure  of  speech  to 
mention  such  a  thing — but  were  I  called 
upon  to  treat  this  Irish  question,  I  would 
establish,  for  a  limited  period  at  least,  a 
special  court  in  Ireland  to  adjudicate  on 
all  questions  connected  with  the  titles  and 
transfers  of  landed  property.  This  court 
should  finally  decide  questions  of  title;  it 
should  prepare  and  enforce  a  simple  and 
short  form  of  conveyance,  as  short  almost 
as  that  by  which  railway  stock  is  trans- 
ferred; and,  without  regard  to  the  public 
revenue,  I  would  abolish  every  farthing  of 
expense  whiclTis  now  incurred  in  the  du- 
ties on  stamps,  for  the  purpose  of  facilitat- 
ing the  distribution  of  land  in  Ireland,  and 
of  allowing  the  capital  and  industry  of  the 
people  to  work  out  its  salvation.  All  this 
is  possible;  and,  more  than  this,  it  is  all  ne- 
cessary. Well,  now,  what  is  the  real  ob- 
stacle in  our  path  ?  You  have  toiled  at  this 
Irish  difiiculty  Session  after  Session,  and 
some  of  you  have  grown  from  boyhood  to 
greyheaded  old  men,  since  it  first  met  you 
in  your  legislative  career,  and  yet  there  is 
not  in  ancient  or  modern  history  a  picture 
so  humiliating  as  that  which  Ireland  pre- 
sents to  the  world  at  this  moment;  and 
there  is  not  an  English  gentleman  who,  if 
he  crossed  the  Channel  in  the  present  au- 
tumn, and  travelled  in  any  foreign  country, 
would  not  wish  to  escape  from  any  conver- 
sation among  foreigners,  in  which  the  ques- 
tion of  the  condition  of  Ireland  was  mooted 
for  a  single  moment.  Let  the  House,  if  it 
can,  regard  Ireland  as  an  English  county. 
Let  us  think  of  the  eight  millions  of  people, 
and  of  the  millions  of  them  doomed  to  this 
intolerable  suffering.  Let  us  think  of  the 
half-million,  who,  within  two  years  past, 
have  perished  miserably  in  the  workhouses 
and  on  the  highways,  and  in  their  hovels — 
more,  far  more  than  ever  fell  by  the  sword 
in  any  war  this  country  ever  waged;  let  us 
think  of  the  crop  of  nameless  horrors  which 
is  even  now  growing  up  in  Ireland,  and 
whose  disastrous  fruit  may  be  gathered  in 
years  and  generations  to  come.     Let  as 
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examine  wbat  are  the  laws  and  the  princi- 
ples under  which  alone  God  and  nature 
have  permitted  that  nations  should  become 
industrious  and  provident.  I  hope  the 
House  will  pardon  me,  if  I  havQ  said  a 
word  that  can  offend  any  one.  But  I  feel 
conscious  of  a  personal  humiliation  when  I 
consider  the  state  of  Ireland.  I  do  not 
wish  to  puff  nostrums  of  my  own,  though 
it  may  be  thought  I  am  opposed  to  much 
that  exists  in  the  present  order  of  things; 
but  whether  it  tended  to  advance  demo- 
cracy, or  to  uphold  aristocracy,  or  any 
other  system,  I  would  wish  to  fling  to  the 
winds  any  prejudice  I  have  entertained, 
and  any  principle  that  may  be  questioned, 
if  I  can  thereby  do  one  single  thing  to 
hasten  by  a  single  day  the  time  when  Ire- 
land shall  be  made  at  least  equal  to  Eng- 
land in  that  comfort  and  that  independence 
which  an  industrious  people  may  have,  if 
the  Government  under  which  they  live  is 
equal  and  just. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  that  he  con- 
curred in  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud,  as  regards  the  prin- 
ciple, that  whatever  money  was  advanced 
by  this  country  to  Ireland,  ought  to  be 
expended  in  productive  labour,  /ind  not  in 
useless  works.  The  rental  of  Ireland  was 
estimated  at  thirteen  millions,  and  the  in- 
cumbrances amounted  to  six  millions;  but 
with  regard  to  some  particular  estates  the 
interest  on  the  mortgages  amounted  to 
nine-tenths  of  the  rental.  Although  the 
poor-rate,  taking  the  whole  country,  might 
not  average  more  than  a  shilling  in  the 
pound  on  the  annual  rental,  yet  in  parti- 
cular localities  the  rate  amounted  to  five, 
and  in  some  cases  to  ten  shillings  in  the 
pound.  Now,  as  landlords  were  liable  to 
pay  half  the  rates  of  their  tenants  whose 
holdings  were  under  five  pounds  a  year,  it 
sometimes  happened  that  the  whole  rent 
derived  from  an  estate  heavily  incumbered, 
was  absorbed  for  poor-rates.  He  (Mr. 
Brotherton,  had  found  from  experience  and 
observation,  that  it  was  easier  to  point  out 
evils,  and  to  find  fault,  than  to  prescribe 
remedies  and  carry  them  out.  One  thing, 
however,  he  considered  desirable  in  refer- 
ence to  Ireland.  He  would  have  a  pro- 
perty-tax levied  in  that  country,  to  form  a 
general  fund,  which  might  be  appropriated 
to  the  relief  of  distressed  districts  where 
the  population  was  great,  and  the  poor- 
rates  much  above  the  general  average  of 
the  country.  The  burden  of  supporting 
the  poor  would  thus  fall  upon  the  property 


of  the  country  more  equally  than  at  pre* 
sent,  and  give  essential  relief  to  those  dis- 
tricts where  it  was  most  needed. 
Amendment  negatived. 

THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

House  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER then  rose  and  said :  I  am  afraid, 
after  the  debate  on  the  state  of  Ireland, 
the  subject  I  am  about  to  introduce,  al- 
though of  more  general  importance,  will 
not  excite  so  much  interest,  especially 
among  Members  connected  with  that  coun- 
try. Nevertheless,  it  is  requisite,  for 
many  reasons,  that  the  statement  I  am 
about  to  make  should  be  made  to-night; 
because,  according  to  the  forms  of  the 
House,  we  cannot  go  into  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  on  Saturday;  and  it 
would  materially  impede  the  progress  of 
public  business  if  I  were  not  allowed  to 
make  my  financial  statement  before  the 
close  of  the  week.  This  was  the  only  rea« 
son  why  my  noble  Friend  suggested  the 
propriety  of  going  into  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  without  further  delay;  and  not 
in  the  slightest  degree  because  we  were 
insensible  to  the  importance  of  the  subject, 
or  were  unprepared  to  give  our  best  atten- 
tion to  the  condition  of  Ireland.  Having 
stated  this  much,  which  I  hope  will  satisfy 
the  Gentlemen  from  Ireland,  that  really 
good  reasons  existed  for  the  course  my 
noble  Friend  has  taken  in  cutting  short 
the  debate,  I  will  at  once  turn  to  the  im- 
portant subject  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means;  and,  first  of  all,  I  will  state 
what  I  consider  the  financial  condition  of 
the  country,  and  the  means  which  the 
Government  have  adopted  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  in  regard  to  the 
finances.  In  doing  so,  I  am  aware  I  shall 
not  have  much  that  is  new  to  state  to  the 
Committee;  for,  in  the  first  place,  as  the 
whole  of  the  estimates  have  been  voted, 
the  amount  of  expenditure  is  perfectly  well 
known  to  the  House.  At  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  and  at  various  other  periods, 
statements  were  made  which  put  the  House 
in  possession  of  the  then  precise  state  of 
affairs.  But,  although  I  have  not  much 
to  state  that  may  be  novel,  it  is  desirable 
that  I  should  place  before  the  Committee, 
in  one  view,  the  result  of  the  operations  of 
the  Session — what  the  expenditure  will 
amount  to — what  we  expect  the  income  to 
be — and  how  I  propose  to  make  the  in- 
come equal  to  the  expenditure.      This  I 
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am  anxious  to  do  as  clearly,  as  accurately, 
and  as  concisely  as  possible.  Gentlemen 
will  probably  remember,  that  when  my 
noble  Friena  made  his  statement  early  in 
the  Session,  the  prospects  which  he  held 
out  to  the  country  were  as  follows. 
He  estimated  the  probable  receipts  at 
51,250,000^.  ;  he  stated  the  debt  and 
other  charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
at  31,280,600^.;  he  took  the  current  ex- 
penditure to  be  voted  in  supply  at 
21, 820,441  Z.,  making  an  expenditure  be- 
longing to  the  year  of  53,101,04n.  He 
stated  the  amount  of  expenditure  which 
had  been  incurred  on  account  of  the 
Caffre  war  and  the  excess  of  naval  esti- 
mates in  the  preceding  year  at  1 ,345,41  H., 
making  altogether  54,446,452{.;  and  he 
intimated  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  a  further  development  of 
the  militia  force  of  the  country,  which 
would  occasion  an  expense  of  150,000Z., 
making  the  total  expenditure  of  the  year 
as  then  proposed  54,5y6,452^  In  order 
to  meet  this  expenditure,  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  was  to  raise  the  income- 
tax  from  3  to  5  per  cent  for  a  period  of 
two  years.  This  was  estimated  to  produce 
3,500,000?.  My  noble  Friend  then  pro- 
posed to  remit  the  duty  on  copper,  by  which 
a  loss  of  revenue  was  expected  to  the 
extent  of  40,000?.  The  estimated  income 
then  was  54,710,000?.,  the  expenditure 
54,596,452?., leavingabalanceof  113,548?. 
The  proposal  we  then  made  was,  as  I  have 
said,  a  temporary  increase  of  taxation  for 
a  period  of  two  years;  and  the  reason  for 
proposing  that  temporary  increase  was, 
that  a  great  portion  of  the  expenditure  in- 
curred was  for  temporary  purposes.  There 
was  the  expenditure  for  the  Caffre  war, 
which  was  closed,  and  the  naval  excess  had 
occurred  in  the  preceding  year,  for  which 
it  was  necessary  to  replace  in  the  Exche- 
quer the  moneys  which  had  been  with- 
drawn; and  with  regard  to  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  increased  expense,  it  was 
occasioned  mainly  by  heavy  works  in  the 
dockyards,  which  had  been  begun,  not  by 
us,  but  by  a  preceding  Government;  but 
which  certainly  it  was  desirable  to  carry 
on,  and  which  I  believe  it  would  be,  after 
all,  most  desirable  with  a  view  to  real  eco- 
nomy to  complete  at  an  early  day.  Feel- 
ing this,  the  Government  thought  it  neces- 
sary in  order  to  meet  this  expenditure,  to 
make  a  heavy  demand  on  the  resources  of 
the  country,  and  for  the  period  of  two 
years  we  proposed  an  increase  of  the  in- 
come-tax.    That  proposal  was  certain! j 


not  received  with  any  favour  by  the  House. 
I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  country  was 
labouring,  the  distress  through  which  they 
had  gone  during  the  six  or  eight  months 
preceding,  formed  a  very  good  reason  why 
they  should  have  been  unwilling  at  that 
time  to  submit  to  additional  taxation.  The 
circumstances,  too,  which  occurred  on  the 
Continent  shortly  after  that  proposal  was 
made,  throwing  as  they  did  into  the  great- 
est uncertainty  the  whole  prospects  of  the 
country,  not  only  politically  but  commer- 
cially and  financially,  tended  to  make  us 
more  willing  at  that  time  to  abandon  our 
proposal  for  additional  taxation,  leaving  to 
a  future  time  to  announce  what  other  re- 
source we  should  adopt.  The  abandon- 
ment of  that  proposal  for  additional  taxa- 
tion made  it  necessary  for  us  to  review  the 
whole  finances  and  taxation  of  the  country, 
in  order  that  we  might  take  such  an  alter- 
ed course  as,  in  the  altered  circumstances, 
might  appear  advisable.  I  now  propose  to 
state  to  the  Committee  what  that  course 
was,  and  the  result  at  which  we  have  ar- 
rived. With  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mittee, I  will,  for  the  present,  put  aside 
all  considerations  of  past  expenditure,  and 
deal  only  with  the  income  of  the  year  as 
compared  with  the  expenditure;  for  it  will 
be  observed  that,  both  with  regard  to  the 
expenditure  for  the  Caffre  war  and  the 
naval  excess,  they  had  been  defrayed  by 
moneys  in  the  Exchequer.  They  were 
included  in  the  expenditure  as  stated  in 
the  balance-sheet  of  the  5th  of  April, 
which  nevertheless  showed  balances  to 
the  extent  of  6,768,336?.  The  moneys 
so  advanced,  however,  it  was  necessary 
to  replace  to  the  Exchequer.  The  first 
object  of  the  Government  was  to  revise 
the  expenditure.  It  must  be  observed, 
that  in  the  course  of  the  two  or  three  pre- 
ceding years  there  had  been  no  inconsider- 
able increase  of  expenditure — not  an  in- 
crease of  expenditure  proposed  by  our- 
selves, but  principally  before  we  came  into 
office.  I  find  that,  in  the  year  1846,  an 
increase  of  the  estimates  and  of  charge  as 
compared  with  the  preceding  year  was  no 
less  than  1,610,000?.,  exclusive  of  those 
charges  which,  to  the  extent  of  345,500?., 
were  transferred  from  the  county  rates  and 
local  taxation  to  the  general  revenue, 
making  in  all  an  increase  of  1,955,500?. 
in  the  expenditure  of  1846 — in  round  num- 
bers, nearly  2,000,000?.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire  said  very  truly  not  very  long 
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ago  that  it  was  not  this  Goyernment  nor  | 
any  other  Government  that  was  responsible  ■ 
for  this  increased  expenditure.  The  House 
of  Commons  had  concurred  in  its  propriety, 
and  in  many  instances  had  pressed  the  in- 
creased expenditure  on  the  Government. 
The  increased  estimate  was  passed  with 
little  opposition — the  country  concurred  in 
it;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  very  wise- 
ly, if  hlame  there  was,  all  participated  in  it. 
Our  duty,  therefore,  is  not  to  recriminate 
one  on  another,  hut  in  the  present  state  of 
the  country  to  unite  our  common  efforts  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  expenditure,  so  far 
as  it  can  he  done  without  impairing  the 
efficiency  of  our  establishments.  I  think, 
moreover,  that  in  respect  to  the  object  for 
which  the  greatest  increase  of  expenditure 
has  taken  place,  namely,  in  the  mainte- 
nance of  our  national  defences,  the  House 
of  Commons  has  only  carried  out  what  ap- 
peared to  be  the  feeling  of  the  country. 
Last  year,  and  the  year  before,  there  was 
a  very  general  feeling  of  alarm  throughout 
the  country.  Not  only  Gentlemen  in  the 
House,  but  the  public  generally,  had  a 
strong  feeling  of  that  kind;  and  in  the  pro- 
posals which  were  made  in  this  House  for 
increasing  our  means  of  national  defence, 
hoth  the  Government  of  the  day  and  the 
House  of  Commons  itself  fairly  represented 
the  opinions  of  the  country.  That  opinion, 
no  doubt,  has  since  changed.  I  myself 
was  never  one  of  the  alarmists.  I  never 
took  a  very  desponding  view  on  that  sub- 
ject. But  such  was  the  general  opinion ; 
but  it  is  now  desirable  that  these  measures 
should  he  carried  only  more  slowly  into 
execution  than  was  then  thought  advisable 
by  the  House  and  the  country.  With  a 
view  to  reduction  the  first  step  taken  by 
the  Government  was  to  appoint  two  Com- 
mittees to  look  into  the  expenses  of  the 
country — one  having  the  miscellaneous 
estimates,  the  other  the  naval  and  military 
estimates,  submitted  to  them.  We  have 
now  before  us  two  able  reports  on  these 
subjects,  from  which  great  information  will 
be  derived.  As  I  stated  before,  those 
Committees  were  not  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  responsibility  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  But  I  do  think 
the  revision  of  our  expenditure  from  time 
to  time  is  a  matter  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance, if  it  were  only  to  afford  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  knowledge  which  will  enable  them 
to  discuss  the  estimates  with  discrimination. 
Having  appointed  these  Committees,  the 
Goveiiiment  immediately  gave  their  earnest 
attention  to  the  subject,  and  it  was  my 


duty  to  call  on  all  the  departments  and  in- 
sist that  they  should  act  with  the  utmost 
economy.  With  the  greatest  readiness 
this  desire  was  complied  with.  In  one 
point,  namely,  the  amount  of  force,  no 
reduction  was  made.  That  was  absolutely 
necessary,  as  we  thought,  for  the  safety 
of  the  country;  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons have  confirmed  that  opinion  by  the 
largest  majorities  in  regard  to  both  de- 
scriptions of  force.  I  do  not  think,  look- 
ing at  the  circumstances  which  have  since 
taken  place,  that  we  could  safely  have  pro- 
posed a  reduction  on  that  head.  Both 
with  regard  to  the  sister  country  and  the 
manufacturing  districts  there  have  been 
constant  demands  for  military  protection, 
and  we  should  have  been  less  able  to  af- 
ford that  protection  to  those  parties  who 
had  a  right  to  demand  it,  if  we  had  not  had 
a  force  fully  as  large  as  the  House  of  Com- 
mons voted  on  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  with  respect  to  other  por- 
tions of  the  expenditure,  it  was  possible  to 
make  considerable  reductions.  I  do  not 
wish  to  deceive  the  House,  however,  by 
saying  that  I  think  it  good  economy  to 
make  all  the  reductions  we  propose  if  we 
could  avoid  it.  On  the  contrary,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  better  economy, 
in  the  end,  to  proceed  at  a  more  rapid  rate 
with  the  works  we  have  on  hand  than  to 
defer  the  expenditure,  and  spread  it  over 
a  longer  period.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  is  sometimes  advisable  to  defer  the  ex- 
penditure, and  spread  it  over  a  logger  pe- 
riod, in  order  to  bring  the  yearly  outlay 
within  the  means  of  the  country;  and  there- 
fore we  have  determined  to  do  so  in  the 
present  instance.  In  the  course  we  have 
pursued,  therefore,  I  wish  to  state  fairly 
and  frankly  what  my  opinion  is.  I  think 
we  were  justified  in  making  the  proposals 
we  did  by  the  soundest  principles  of  finance; 
but  the  House  not  having  concurred  in 
those  proposals,  we  have  endeavoured  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  House  by  reducing 
to  the  utmost  extent  we  could  those  por- 
tions of  the  expenditure  which  were  at  all 
susceptible  of  it.  The  reductions  which 
we  have  effected  are  as  follows : — The 
vote  on  the  Navy  is  208,000?.  less  than 
that  which  we  originally  submitted  to  Par- 
liament. The  vote  for  the  Army,  inclu- 
ding the  militia  and  commissariat,  is 
150,200?.  less;  the  vote  for  the  Ordnance, 
123,000?.  less;  the  Miscellaneous  Esti- 
mates, 235,500?.  less.  The  proposal  to 
embody  a  further  militia  force  having  been 
given  up,  there  is  a  saving  on  that  head  of 
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150,000?.     The  vholc  of  those  reductions 
amount  to  866,700?.     But  the  increased 
pay  of  the  pensioners  having  required  a 
sum  of  25,000?.,   and  certain  additions  to 
the  Miscellaneous  Estimates  a  further  sum 
of  13,200?.,  the  actual  reductions  amount 
only  to   828,700?.      This  is  the  amount 
of  the  reductions  upon  the  original  esti- 
mates we  submitted  to  Parliament.     I  will 
now  state  the   whole   expenditure.      The 
expenditure  for  the  year  is  as  follows  : — 
31 ,280,600?.  for  the  debt,  and  other  charges 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund;  7,518,610?.  for 
the    Navy;    7.012,795?.    for    the   Army; 
2.801,760?.  for  the  Ordnance;  3,783,570?. 
for  the  Mi9cellaneouB  expenditure;  25,000?. 
for   the   pensioners — in   all   52,422,335?. 
My  noble  Friend  in  his  statement  at  the 
beginning  of  the   Session    estimated  the 
receipts  at  51,210,000?.     But  an  arrange- 
ment having  been  made  to  pay  the  appro- 
priations in  aid  at  once  into  the  Exche- 
quer, instead  of  allowing  them  to  accumu- 
late, and  adding  them  to  the  revenue  of 
the  following  year,  a  sum  of  500,000?.  be- 
comes available  this  year,  in  addition  to 
what  we   had  calculated   upon.       I  have 
stated  before,  also,  that  owing  to  the  ex- 
cellent barley  crop  of  last  year,  malting 
has  been  carried  on  to  a  much  greater  ex- 
tent than  usual,  and  has  consequently  help- 
ed to  increase  the  Excise  revenue..    The 
Stamp  revenue  has  fallen  off;  but  taking 
the  two  sources  of  revenue  together,  we 
may  calculate  on  an  increase  of  revenue 
above  what  we  anticipated,  of  340,000?. 
In   addition    to   this,   we    have    received 
80,000?.  as  the  last  remnant  of  the  China 
money,    making  altogether  52,130,000?. 
The  deficiency  of  income  below  the  expen- 
diture is  therefore  292,335?.     This,  con- 
sidering our  prospects  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  is,    I  venture  to  think,  not 
unsatisfactory.      I   stated  to   the   House 
early  in  the  present  year,  that  I  hoped  they 
would  give  us  credit  for  an  anxious  desire 
to  reduce  the  expenditure  as  much  as  pos- 
sible.    I  stated  that  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  reduce  the  expenditure  summarily 
and    at   once — that  I  indeed    thought  it 
would  be  exceedingly  bad  economy  to  do 
so;  and  that  I  hoped  they  would  not  press 
us  to  carry  the  reductions  further  than  was 
really  consistent  with  the  best  interests  of 
the  country,  and  with  maintaining  the  effi- 
ciency of  our  establishments.      My  noble 
Friend  stated  that  considerable  reductions 
might  bo  carried  into  effect  next  year,  but 
that  he  could  hold  out  little  hope  of  much 
reduction   being  effected  in  the  present' 
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year.     I  have  shown  the  Committee,  how- 
ever, that  even  in  the  present  year  we  have 
effected  reductions  to  the   amount  of  no 
less  a  sum  than  828,000?.,  which  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  accept  as  an  earnest 
of  our  anxious  desire  to  reduce  the  expen- 
diture as  far  as  possible.     In  the  present 
state  of  the  Continent,    and    considering 
how  our  trade  is  affected  by  the  state  of 
affairs  there,  it  is  very  difficult  to  antici- 
pate what  our  revenue  may  be  next  year; 
but  taking  the  year  as  an  ordinarily  fa- 
vourable one,  I  anticipate  that,  with  the 
reductions  which  we  shall  be  able  to  carry 
into  effect,  the  income  will  more  than  equal 
the  expenditure,   in  which  there  is,  as  I 
have  stated,  a  deficiency  of  only  292,000?. 
I  have  now  stated  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  as  compared  with  its 
income  for  the  year.     I  have  now  to  advert 
to  the  extraordinary  expenditure.     In  the 
first  place  there  is  a  sum  of  1,100,000?. 
for  the  Caffre  war,  and  245,411?.  for  the 
naval  excess,  making  together,  1,345,411?. 
Then  there  is  a  sum  of  262,545?.  for  Irish 
distress,  and  130,965?.  for  assistance  to 
the  destitute  emigrants  landed  in  Canada, 
making  together,  1,738,921?.     The  total 
expenditure    of    the    year    is,    therefore, 
54,161,256?.;     and    the     income     being 
52,130,000?.,  the  deficiency  is  2,031,256?. 
If  I  followed  the  course  which  has  been 
followed  before,  I  might  propose  to   the 
Committee  to  charge  this  deficiency  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  leaving  the  charges 
to  be  met  at  the  end  of  the  year  by  a  dimi- 
nution of  the  balances  in  the  Exchequer^ 
but  I  do  not  think  myself  justified  in  doing 
so.      The  House   has  already  sanctioned 
the   advance   of  considerable   sums  from 
that  source.     The  Committee  will  remem . 
her  that,  some  time  ago,  it  was  agreed  to 
advance  the  sum  of  2,000,000?.    for  the 
purpose  of  drainage  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  a  further  sum  of  1,500,000?.  for 
land  improvements  in  Ireland,  making  to- 
gether a  sum  of  3,500,000?.;  of  this  sum 
there  has  actually  been  advanced,  for  Eng- 
land  and    Scotland,    180,000?. ;    and  for 
Ireland,  330,000?. ;  together,  510,000?. ; 
leaving  3.000,000?.  of  the  sum  still  to  be 
advanced.     It  is,  of  course,  impossible  to 
say  how  much  of  this  may  be  demanded  in 
the  course  of  the  year,  but  it  may  pro- 
bably amount  to  one-third.     As  the  works 
proceed,  the  charge  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund  will   necessarily  increase ;  because, 
while   there  is  great  delay  at   the   com- 
mencement of  the  works,  when  once  they 
are  in  progress  they  will  be  carried  on 
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more  rapidly,  and  the  demand  for  the 
money  to  do  so  will  be  proportionately 
great.  There  is  also  a  charge  upon  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  70,000^.  for  New 
Zealand  ;  another  charge  of  170,000Z.  for 
Trinidad  and  Guiana ;  and  another  of 
50,000?.  for  Tobago  :  making,  with  some 
minor  sums,  a  total  charge  on  that  head 
say  of  300,000?.  With  respect  to  the 
sums  advanced  for  drainage  and  the  im- 
provement of  the  land,  I  need  not  say  that 
we  have  ample  security.  I  have  reason, 
from  the  report  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland,  to  believe  that  iii  that  country  the 
average  improvement  will  be  about  8  per 
cent  on  the  outlay — thereby  supplying  a 
source  of  increased  income  to  the  parties 
who  have  borrowed  the  money.  With 
respect  to  Ireland,  there  can,  I  think,  be 
no  possible  mode  of  improving  that  coun- 
try half  so  good  as  that  of  putting  it  in 
the  power  of  the  proprietors  themselves  to 
improve  their  land,  and  also  putting  them 
in  a  position  of  benefiting  the  neighbour- 
hood in  which  their  estates  are  situated, 
by  furnishing  labour  to  the  people,  and 
acting  as  a  benefactor  to  them  in  the  most 
wholesome  and  sound  of  all  ways — im- 
proving their  character,  at  the  same  time 
that  they  are  improving  their  condition. 
Having  thus  stated  the  sums  with  which 
the  Consolidated  Fund  is  chargeable  at 
present,  I  have  now  to  state  that  the  plan 
which  I  propose  for  replacing .  the  sums 
which  have  been  drawn  from  the  Treasury 
for  these  extraordinary  services,  and  en- 
abling it  to  meet  the  demands  for  advances 
which  may  be  made  upon  it,  is  by  borrow- 
ing to  the  amount  of  2,000,000?.  Differ- 
ent courses  have  been  pursued,  on  former 
occasions,  when  it  was  necessary  to  pro- 
vide for  a  deficient  income.  I  find  that  in 
1842  the  following  course  was  taken.  In 
that  year  the  estimated  deficiency  of  in- 
come from  the  repeal  and  reduction  of 
duties,  aud  other  causes,  was  3,780,000?. 
The  estimated  amount  of  taxes  imposed 
was  4,300,000?. ;  but  the  whole  were  not 
to  be  received  within  the  year.  Deduct- 
ing one-half  of  the  income-tax,  1,850,000?., 
not  receivable  within  the  year,  the  amount 
receivable  within  the  year  was  2,450,000?. 
The  probable  deficiency  in  April  5,  1843, 
therefore,  was  1,330,000?.  The  actual 
deficiency,  however,  was  2,421,000?.  Now 
the  course  taken  at  that  time  to  meet  this 
deficiency  was  to  take  a  credit  on  the  sur- 
plus of  the  Consolidated  Fund  for  more 
than  it  could  produce,  and  to  meet  the 
demand  at  the  end  of  each  successive 


quarter  by  a  large  issue  of  deficiency  bills; 
and  to  such  an  extent  was  this  done,  that, 
on  the  5th  of  January,  1843,  the  defi- 
ciency bills  amounted  to  8,567,729?. ;  and 
in  the  course  of  the  ensuing  April  the 
amount  borrowed  was  7,549,440?.  Such 
was  the  provision  for  meeting  the  defi- 
ciency of  income  in  1842.  On  the  29th 
of  April,  1844,  I  find  the  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goulbum),  stating 
to  the  House  that  that  deficiency  had  been 
completely  extinguished  by  the  surplus  of 
the  succeeding  years.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  It  will  be  in  the  reoolleotlon  of  the  House 
that,  at  the  close  of  the  last  year,  I  had  to  an- 
nounce to  the  House  the  fact  of  a  very  consider- 
able deficiency  of  income.  I  recommended  to  thd 
House  to  make  no  provision  whatever  for  the 
payment  of  that  deficiency — not  to  raise  money 
by  loan  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  it,  but 
to  leave  it  to  be  defrayed  out  of  the  surpluses  of 
future  years,  as  circumstances  might  from  time 
to  time  allow.  And  I  am  now  happy  to  announce 
to  the  House  that  the  deficit  of  last  year,  amount- 
ing altogether  to  2,749,000/.,  has  been  cleared  ofT 
and  discharged  out  of  the  produce  of  the  revenue 
of  the  present  year." 

Now,  although  in  this  case  it  was  justified 
by  success,  I  cannot  disguise  from  the 
House  that  this  is  a  dangerous  course  to 
pursue,  and  in  the  state  of  afiairs  at  home 
and  abroad,  it  would  not  be  at  all  jus- 
tifiable on  the  present  occasion.  I  pro- 
pose to  adopt  a  course  which  was  pursued 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Tam worth  in  1841.  I  find  that  on 
that  occasion  the  money  raised  to  satisfy 
grants  on  supply  and  interest  on  Exche- 
quer-bills was  2,467,432?.  I  propose  in 
the  same  way  to  meet  the  deficiency  of 
the  present  year  by  taking  power  to  raise 
the  necessary  amount  by  the  issue  of  Ex- 
chequer-bills and  the  sale  of  stock.  No 
person  feels  more  than  myself  that  in  ordi- 
nary circumstances  this  is  a  most  objec- 
tionable course  to  pursue.  We  thought 
it  so  objectionable  that  we  proposed  to 
meet  the  deficiency  by  increased  taxation. 
The  House,  however,  did  not  think  it  ad- 
visable to  accede  to  that  proposal;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stamford  —  no  light  authority  on  these 
matters — thought  that  we  had  good  rea- 
son for  abandoning  the  proposal,  since  the 
House  and  the  country  were  not  prepared 
to  submit  to  increased  taxation  for  two 
years  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  a  tempo- 
rary excess  of  expenditure.  I  do  not,  there- 
fore, see  what  other  course  we  can  pursue. 
I  do  not  think  I  should  be  justified  in  pro- 
posing a  permanent  tax  for  the  purpose 
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of  covering  temporary  expenditure.  I  still 
think  that  for  a  temporary  excess  a  tem- 
porary tax — and  in  the  shape  in  which  we 
proposed  it — would  have  been  the  course 
most  advisable;  but  that  proposal  having 
been  rejected  by  the  House,  the  next  best 
course  is  to  borrow  the  money  in  the 
way  I  have  proposed.  The  circumstances 
in  which  the  proposal  is  made  are  not 
of  an  ordinary  kind.  In  the  course  of 
the  last  two  years  we  have  been  called 
upon  to  deal  with  the  questions  of  a  famine 
in  Ireland — commercial  distress  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland — and  revolution  through- 
out Europe,  which  have  affected  this  coun- 
try both  commercially  and  financially  in 
no  inconsiderable  degree.  I  say  nothing  of 
insurrection  at  home.  In  such  extraordi- 
nary circumstances,  therefore,  I  conceive 
that  we  are  justified  in  taking  a  course 
which  would  not  be  justifiable  in  ordinary 
years.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  history 
of  the  civilised  world  records  a  greater 
destruction  of  human  food  than  that  which 
occurred  in  1846,  or  such  a  demand  for 
capital  to  replace  that  food.  I  will  not 
say  that  the  commercial  distress  of  1847 
was  the  severest  ever  known  ;  but  it  cer- 
tainly ranks  among  the  severest  pressures 
that  ever  took  place.  Just  when  we  were 
recovering  from  that  distress,  and  when 
symptoms  of  reviving  trade  were  appear- 
ing throughout  the  country,  a  series  of 
revolutions  took  place  on  the  continent  of 
Europe,  which,  independently  of  other 
evils,  put  a  check  upon  our  export  trade ; 
and  if  anybody  will  refer  to  the  returns  of 
our  exports,  he  will  see  to  what  an  extent 
they  have  fallen  off  in  consequence  of 
tho  cessation  of  the  Continental  demand. 
Everybody  will  also  recollect  the  effect  of 
tho  blockade  of  the  northern  ports  in  con- 
sequence of  the  dispute  between  Denmark 
and  Germany.  All  these  matters  have 
seriously  aficcted  our  trade,  and  it  must  be 
the  anxious  desire  of  all  of  us  to  see  an 
early  termination  put  to  these  unfortunate 
occurrences.  And  having  said  this,  I  will 
only  observe  further,  that  any  one  who  re- 
flects upon  it  will  see  the  deep  interest 
which  this  country  has  in  the  universal 
prosperity  of  other  countries.  I  have 
neard  it  stated  that  these  occurrences 
abroad  benefit  this  country;  but  they  do 
no  such  thing.  On  the  narrowest  ground 
of  our  selfish  interest  it  is  infinitely  more 
for  our  benefit  that  other  countries  should 
be  happy  and  prosperous  than  that  they 
should  be  tho  reverse  ;  and,  therefore,  no 
offort  wo  con  make  for  the  sottlement  of 


those  questions  can  be  more  useful  to 
those  countries,  or  to  tho  interests  of  hu- 
manity generally,  than  to  the  commercial 
and  selfish  interest  of  this  country.  Of 
course,  in  the  uncertainty  which  prevails 
with  respect  to  the  state  of  afiiairs  on  the 
Continent,  it  is  difficult  to  anticipate  what 
expenditure  may  be  required  ;  but  I  hope 
not  only  that  we  shall  be  able  to  reduce 
the  expenditure,  but  that  the  revenue  will 
considerably  increase.  I  wish  to  show  to  the 
House  how,  even  under  existing  circum- 
stances, the  revenue  has  kept  up  to  a  de- 
gree which,  I  confess,  has  filled  me  with 
astonishment.  Comparing  1845-6  with 
1847-8,  I  find  that  the  receipts  in  the 
former  period  were  51,258,465^.,  and  in 
the  latter  51,627,736^.,  being  nearly 
400,000^.  more  than  in  the  former  year. 
At  the  beginning  of  1847  it  became  my 
duty  to  state  to  the  House  what  the  pro- 
bable income  of  the  year  would  be.  Of 
course,  it  was  impossible  to  anticipate  tho 
convulsions  which  have  since  taken  place  ; 
but  I  stated,  early  in  February,  that  my  es- 
timate of  the  ordinary  revenue  for  the  year 
1847-8  was  52,065,000^.  Well,  in  spite 
of  those  convubions  and  the  consequent 
stagnation  of  trade,  the  actual  produce  of 
the  ordinary  revenue  was  51,627,000^, 
being  only  438,000^.  less  than  that  which 
I  estimated  it  at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
When  I  mention  that  a  diminution  of  no 
less  a  sum  than  1,400,000^  took  place  on 
malt  and  spirits,  arising  from  the  failure 
of  the  spring  crops,  the  Committee  will  see 
to  what  extent  the  general  revenue  must 
have  been  affected.  I  am  happy  to  say 
that,  taking  the  present  quarter  so  far  as  it 
goes,  the  prospects  of  the  revenue  are  any- 
thing  but  unsatisfactory.  I  find  that  the 
decrease  on  the  whole  ordinary  revenue 
from  April  8  to  the  middle  of  August, 
1848,  as  compared  with  1847,  is  only 
115,000/.;  while  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease of  the  Customs  and  Excise  duties 
in  the  same  time  of  500,000/.  A  portion 
of  that  was  owing  to  the  receipt  of  com 
duties  which  were  not  receivable  in  the 
previous  year ;  but,  excluding  the  com 
duties,  the  increase  of  the  Customs  duties 
is  22,000/.  Without  anticipating  too 
much,  and  without  being  too  confident  with 
respect  to  the  future,  I  think  that  the  facts 
I  have  stated  are  satisfactory,  as  showing 
how,  even  under  the  adverse  circumstances 
of  this  year,  tho  revenue  has  maintained 
itself;  and  that  the  receipts  had  not  fallen 
off  so  much  as,  looking  to  all  the  circum- 
stances, might  have  been  anticipated, 
T2 
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They  are  also  satisfactory,  as  showing  the 
great  power  of  consumption  of  this  coun- 
try; for,  although  our  exports  have  fallen 
off,  our  imports  have  remained  at  a  high 
point — a  proof  of  the  benefit  of  the  cheap- 
ness which  during  the  last  twelve  months 
has  enabled  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
to  provide  themselves  with  the  necessaries 
and  many  of  the  comforts  of  life.  In  ano- 
ther respect  the  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
try have  been  most  satisfactory,  and  for 
which  we  cannot  be  too  thankful — I  mean 
the  state  of  tranquillity  and  peace  which 
has  prevailed  at  home.  For,  if  we  refer  to 
what  has  taken  place  abroad— though  the 
last  thing  we  have  reason  to  look  at  with 
satisfaction  is  the  distress  of  our  neigh- 
bours— yet,  if  we  compare  the  receipts  of 
the  Customs  duties  of  France  with  the 
receipts  of  this  country,  the  result  is  most 
striking;  and  ought  to  be  a  subject  of  deep 
reflection  with  those  who  have  at  any  time 
shown  a  disposition  to  disturb  the  public 
peace  amongst  us.  From  that  comparison 
they  must  see  what  an  infinite  disadvan- 
tage it  is  to  themselves,  and  what  misery 
must  be  entailed  upon  a  country  by  any 
interruption  of  its  internal  tranquillity.  A 
short  time  ago  an  account  of  the  receipts 
of  the  French  Customs  fell  into  my  hands, 
by  which  it  appears  that,  during  the  first 
five  months  of  the  year  1847,  the  receipts 
were  in  pounds  sterling  2,1 9 1,000^.;  while 
for  the  first  five  months  of  the  present 
year  (1848)  the  receipts  were  1,290,000^., 
being  a  falling-off  of  901, 000^.,  or  5-12ths 
in  the  latter  period,  as  compared  with  the 
former.  Now,  the  amount  of  Customs 
duties  received  in  this  country  for  the  cor- 
responding five  months  in  the  year  1847 
was  8,308,000;  and  the  amount  received 
for  the  first  fi\Q  months  of  this  year 
was  8,207,000^.,  being  a  falling-off  of  only 
101,000^.,  or  say  l-83rd  part  of  the  pro- 
duce of  the  first  pei-iod.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that,  looking  at  the  French  Customs  re- 
ceipts in  the  month  of  May  last,  the  falling- 
off  was,  as  compared  with  the  receipts  of 
the  preceding  month  of  May,  not  less  than 
one-half.  This  great  deficiency  in  the  re- 
ceipts of  the  French  Customs  duties  is 
unquestionably  to  be  attributed  to  the  ex- 
traordinary check  which  the  disturbances 
of  the  public  peace  in  that  country  have 
given  to  industry  and  the  employment  of 
capital  among  that  people,  and  demon- 
strates how  great  are  the  sacrifices  which 
a  nation  is  compelled  to  undergo  where 
such  revolutionary  movements  occur. 
Thank  God,  nothing  of  that  kind  has  hap- 


pened here;  and  that  we  have  reason  to 
be  most  grateful  for  the  state  of  peace  and 
tranquillity  which  has  prevailed  in  this 
country,  conferring,  as  such  a  state  ever 
does,  so  many  benefits  upon  all  classes,  but 
more  especially  the  working  classes  of  the 
community.  With  regard  to  the  state  of 
trade,  without  pretending  to  say  that  it 
is  in  a  most  flourishing  condition,  I  feel 
fully  justified  in  declaring  it  to  be  in  a 
sound  and  satisfactory  state.  I  find  that 
the  drain  of  bullion  from  the  Bank,  which 
was  taking  place  some  few  weeks  ago,  has 
ceased;  and  that  the  amount  of  bullion 
has  not  only  been  maintained,  but  in  the 
course  of  the  last  week  has  been  aug- 
mented. In  the  week  ending  the  12th  of 
this  month  the  amount  of  bullion  in  the 
Bank  was  13,365,000?.;  while  in  the  week 
ending  on  the  19th,  it  was  13,371,000?.; 
there  being  at  both  periods  a  reserve  of 
about  9,000,000?.  In  considering  this 
criterion  of  the  condition  of  the  country, 
one  must  always  compare  the  state  of  the 
Bank  at  equal  periods  after  paying  the  di- 
vidends. Now,  I  find  that  the  amount  of 
bullion  in  the  Bank  on  the  19th  of  this 
month  was  about  the  same  as  it  was  on 
the  20th  ot  May  last;  in  the  former  pe- 
riod the  amount  being  (as  I  have  already 
stated)  13,371,000?.,  and  in  the  latter 
13,379,000 ;  both  periods  being  equally 
distant  from  the  payment  of  the  inter- 
est on  the  public  debt.  I  think,  there- 
fore, we  may  assume  that  the  state  of 
trade,  though  not  very  prosperous,  nor  the 
demand  for  labour  very  great,  is  upon  the 
whole  satisfactory,  especially  when  we  bear 
in  mind  the  cheapness  of  all  commodities, 
and  particularly  of  the  raw  materials  upon 
which  labour  is  employed.  At  all  events, 
I  think  it  may  be  fairly  stated  that  we  arc 
in  that  position  in  which  we  may  readily 
avail  ourselves  of  any  favourable  turn  which 
a  more  tranquil  state  of  affairs  on  the  con- 
tinent of  Europe  may  open  to  us.  I  do  not 
think  I  should  properly  perform  my  duty  if 
I  did  not  advert  to  that  topic  about  which 
every  lion.  Member  must  be  naturally  very 
anxious  —  namely,  the  prospects  of  the 
country  in  regard  to  the  produce  of  the 
harvest.  Considering  the  very  unsettled 
state  of  the  weather,  the  condition  of  the 
crops  must  necessarily  be  a  source  of  great 
concern  and  anxiety.  Without  going  into 
any  lengthened  details,  1  will  state  gener- 
ally the  information  which  I  have  received 
upon  the  subject.  I  am  sorry,  then,  to 
say  that  in  the  west  and  south  of  England 
there  has  been  a  considerable  failure  of  the 
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potato  crop;  but  from  tbo  north  I  havo  not 
received  any  account  that,  as  yet,  there 
are  signs  of  injury  to  the  root,  at  least  to 
any  great  extent.  The  same  also  may  be 
said  with  regard  to  Scotland,  where  I  un- 
derstand the  crops  have  not  hitherto  suf- 
fered injury.  There  are,  however,  very 
different  accounts  as  to  the  harvest;  but  I 
cannot  discover  from  them  that  in  general 
much  harm  has  been  done.  In  some  parts 
of  the  country,  more  especially  in  the  west, 
it  is  stated  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
wetness  of  the  weather,  the  com  has 
sprouted;  but  from  the  north  of  England 
and  from  Scotland  the  accounts  are  much 
more  favourable,  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
expect  that  any  great  damage  has  been 
sustained.  Indeed,  I  believe,  that  in  re- 
spect to  rain,  which  has  been  so  very  plen- 
tiful in  this  metropolis,  there  has  been  a 
want  of  it  in  some  of  the  more  northern 
parts  of  the  country,  and  that  the  turnip 
erops  have,  in  consequence,  been  injured. 
Upon  the  whole,*however,  I  see  no  reason 
for  any  great  anxiety  being  felt  in  regard 
to  the  general  produce  of  the  harvest,  so 
far  as  this  country  is  concerned.  With 
respect  to  Ireland  the  accounts  are  exceed- 
ingly various.  Even  at  the  same  place  the 
prospects  at  different  periods  have  been 
very  different.  It  would  be  quite  impos- 
sible for  me  to  go  into  details;  and  per- 
haps I  shall  best  discharge  my  duty  by 
stating  what  I  believe  to  be  the  general 
result  of  the  accounts  which  have  reached 
roe.  I  believe  there  is  hardly  any  part  of 
Ireland  in  which  the  potato  disease  has 
not  in  a  greater  or  less  degree  shown 
itself.  In  the  south  the  disease  has  ap- 
peared and  disappeared  and  appeared 
again,  according  to  the  change  in  the 
weather;  and  in  the  north  the  accounts 
received  are  equally  various.  That  in 
many  places  the  root  is  injured,  I  am  afraid 
is  too  true.  The  early  crop  has  in  various 
instances  escaped;  but  with  regard  to  the 
late  crop,  present  appearances  are  not  so 
favourable.  The  reports,  however,  from 
all  parts  of  Ireland  are,  that  so  much 
larger  a  quantity  of  ground  has  been 
planted  with  potatoes  this  year  than  in  al- 
most any  preceding  year,  that,  even  al- 
lowing for  a  very  great  loss  from  disease, 
still  there  is  no  reason  to  apprehend  that 
there  will  not  be  a  large  amount  of  human 
food  in  the  country,  the  supply  from  the 
larger  quantity  planted,  approaching,  even 
after  the  loss,  to  what  it  has  been  in  former 
years,  when  the  crops  on  a  less  area  of 
ground  were  comparatiyely  uniDJored.    1 1 


find,  on  referring  to  a  Mayo  newspaper 
which  was  put  into  my  hands  this  morning, 
that  this  is  precisely  the  view  taken  as  to 
the  crops  in  that  county.  The  writer 
says — 

"  All  the  tops  of  the  late  plantings  are  becoming 
withered  and  black.  We  are  not,  however,  with- 
out hope  as  regards  the  early  ones,  as,  while  the 
stalks  are  affected,  the  tubers  continue  generally 
excellent.  Should  the  disease  progress,  this  coun- 
try is  ruined.  On  the  other  hand,  should  it 
please  God  to  stay  the  spread  of  the  disease,  from 
the  quantity  of  ground  under  potato,  much  of 
the  evil  of  the  last  famine  wotild  be  forgotten 
amongst  us.'' 

It  is,  very  difficult  to  ascertain  accurately 
the  truth  of  the  case,  with  regard  to  the 
crops.  There  is — and  not  unnaturally  so 
— a  tendency  on  the  part  of  certain  in- 
terested parties  to  exaggerate  the  deficiency 
of  the  crops;  and  I  am  afraid  that  in  some 
parts  of  the  country  the  population  avail 
themselves  of  the  means  put  in  their  power, 
by  misrepresenting  the  actual  state  of 
the  produce  of  their  farms,  of  working  upon 
the  benevolent  feelings  of  others,  and  thus 
throwing  themselves  upon  eleemosynary 
aid,  instead  of  doing  their  best  to  render 
any  such  assistance  unnecessary.  Doubt- 
less numbers  of  people  have  been  saved 
from  starvation  by  the  timely  help  af- 
forded them  in  the  last  year  or  two; 
but  it  cannot  be  concealed  that  much  de- 
moralisation of  the  people  has  been  caused, 
and  that  they  are  but  too  wilhng  to  depend 
upon  charity,  and  Government  assistance, 
instead  of  endeavouring  to  raise  the  food 
and  adopt  the  means  which  are  necessary 
for  their  subsistence.  I  therefore  think — 
as  my  noble  Friend  has  already  stated— 
that  according  to  the  present  amoimt  of 
information  obtained  as  to  the  real  state  of 
the  crops  in  Ireland,  it  is  impossible  to 
foresee  what  amount  of  produce  will  be 
available  for  human  food  in  that  country. 
It  is,  however,  quite  certain  that  upon  all 
former  occasions  when  a  scarcity  has  been 
assumed  to  exist,  and,  indeed,  when  it  has 
really  existed,  there  has  been  a  much 
larger  quantity  of  food  in  the  country  than 
anybody  has  at  first  represented  there  to 
be.  So,  in  the  present  instance,  my  opin- 
ion is,  unless,  indeed,  there  be  such  a 
failure  of  the  crops  as  to  be  unexampled 
even  by  the  year  1846,  that  there  will  be  an 
amount  of  food  in  Ireland  adequate  to  sup- 
port the  people  of  that  country  for  a  con- 
siderable time.  After  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  has  already  stated,  and 
after  what  has  fallen  from  my  noble  Friend 
on  a  former  occaaion  when  speakbg  as  to 
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the  state  of  the  crops  in  Ireland,  I  think 
it  would,  on  the  one  hand,  he  unjust  to 
the  suffering  people  of  this  country,  and 
fatal  to  the  ultimate  welfare  of  Ireland,  if 
any  sweeping  measure  of  relief  were  at 
once  to  he  adopted;  I  hope  and  helieve 
that  it  will  not  he  needed;  hut,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  think  it  would  he  wrong, 
and  an  act  of  cruelty,  if  under  the  ex- 
tremest  emergency  we  were  to  say  that 
no  assistance  or  relief  whatsoever  should 
he  given  to  a  suffering  and  starving 
population.  With  these  views  I  consider 
it  inexpedient  to  hold  out  an  expectation 
of  any  large  assistance  heing  afforded; 
while  I  hope  that  to  a  limited  extent  the 
House  will  place  confidence  in  us,  and  al- 
low us,  within  moderate  limits,  to  dispense 
such  assistance  as  may  he  ahsolutely  ne- 
cessary. As  to  what  the  result  will  actu- 
ally he,  no  one  can  pretend  to  foretell.  It 
may  he  like  the  former  visitation.  I  hope 
and  pray  not;  hut  if  it  he,  then  it  will  he 
our  hounden  duty  immediately  to  refer  the 
case  to  the  wisdom  of  Parliament.  With- 
out wishing,  then,  on  the  one  hand,  to 
hold  out  any  general  expectation  of  relief, 
yet,  on  the  other  hand,  feeling  that  relief 
ought  to  he  given  where  it  would  he  ut- 
terly impossihle  that  life  should  he  main- 
tained without  it,  I  think  for  the  present 
we  must  wait  till  we  see  what  the  result 
of  the  harvest  shaU  he.  We  must  know 
what  the  produce  of  the  crops  is,  and  what 
the  circumstances  of  the  country  are,  he- 
fore  we  can  decide  what  shaU  he  the  course 
we  ought  to  pursue. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  where  men  found 
themselves  not  in  quite  so  had  a  position 
as  they  anticipated,  they  were  in  the  hahit 
of  congratulating  each  other  on  their  good 
fortune.  The  House  was  in  such  a  po- 
sition, and  was  evidently  in  the  vein  to 
he  pleased  with  a  very  little.  It  was  a 
matter  of  serious  consideration  to  find 
that  after  reducing  the  deficiencies  from 
3,000,000Z.  to  2,000,000Z.  they  still  re- 
quired to  hoiTow.  This  might  he  very 
well  if  there  was  a  thriving  population 
well  employed;  hut  when  the  state  of  the 
country,  and  the  increasing  hurdens  on  ac- 
count of  the  poor,  were  borne  in  mind, 
our  condition  was  not  one  for  congratula- 
tion. He  regaetted  that  no  hope  had  heen 
held  out  of  a  diminution  of  the  Army 
and  Navy,  as  a  temporary  reduction  of 
826,000?.,  caused  hy  the  postponement  of 
puhlic  works,  could  not  afford  any  substan- 
tial relief  to  the  country.  In  point  of 
fact,  with  the  exception  of  a  saving  on  the 


head  of  militia  estimates,  not  a  single 
shilling  had  been  saved.  The  naval  and 
military  force  of  the  empire  was  at  least 
twice  as  large  as  there  was  any  necessity 
for.  It  could  scarcely  be  credited,  but 
such  was  the  fact,  that  there  were  more 
armed  men  in  Ireland  in  the  service  of  the 
Government  than  there  were  voters.  Let 
them  look  at  the  income  and  expenditure 
of  past  years.  The  national  income  from 
1840  to  1843  averaged  from  50,500.0001. 
to  52,000, OOOZ.,  and  the  expenditure  was 
proportionately  small;  but  since  that  period 
the  revenue,  instead  of  being  50,000,0001. 
or  52,000,000?.,  increased  in  1844  to 
55,500,000?.;  in  1845,  to  57.000,000?.; 
in  1846,  to  56,250,000?.;  and  in  1847,  to 
56,000,000?.  In  1844,  the  expenditure  on 
account  of  the  Army  and  Navy  amounted 
to  14,000,000?.;  in  1845,  to  about  the 
same;  in  1846,  to  15,600,000?.;  in  1847. 
to  16,800,000?.;  until  in  1848  it  amounted 
to  18,500,000?.;  and  the  country  had  a 
just  right  to  complain  of  such  enormous 
additions  to  the  public  burdens.  The  ac- 
tual taxation,  including  the  cost  of  collec- 
tion, about  4.000,000?.,  amounted  to  nearly 
60,000,000?.  As  to  the  disturbances  which 
had  taken  place  in  this  country,  he  could 
scarcely  have  believed  that  men  were  to 
he  found  capable  of  such  visionary,  crude, 
and  impossible  schemes.  It  was,  how- 
ever, satisfactory  to  find  that  the  proceed- 
ings which  had  recently  taken  place  were 
not  planned  by  the  labouring  classes  of  the 
country,  but  originated  amongst  the  lowest 
and  vicious  of  the  community.  Many  per- 
sons were  now  suffering  in  prison  who  had 
openly  given  expressions  to  their  political 
feelings  who  should  no  more  be  liable  to  he 
imprisoned  than  himself  or  any  other  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  had  expressed  himself  as 
strongly  on  politics  as  many  of  those  who 
were  now  in  confinement;  and  he  hoped 
that  before  long  there  would  be  an  end  put 
to  such  arrests.  He  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  not  raise  his  loan  by  the 
creation  of  stock,  as  great  loss  had  been 
occasioned  by  previous  transactions  of  the 
kind.  In  conclusion,  he  expressed  his 
deep  regret  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  not  announced  any  reduction 
in  the  Array  and  Navy. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  Sir,  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Montrose,  still  less  to  dispute 
the  statement  he  so  frankly  made,  that  he 
has  held  stronger  language  than  that  given 
expressi<Hi   to  by    those  lately  convicted 
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under  the  Crown  and  Government  Security 
Bill  for  sedition;  and,  I  suppose  I  may  add, 
treason  and  felony,  for  I  remember  the 
occasion  upon  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
advised  the  Canadian  colonists  to  cast  off 
the  dominion  of  the  British  Crown.  When 
the  hon.  Gentleman  rose,  he  created  some 
surprise  at  this  side  of  the  House  by  ob- 
serving that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer sat  down  amid  general  congratula- 
tions. Surely,  if  any  such  expressions  of 
gratification  were  indulged  in  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  benches,  they 
must  have  been  conveyed  in  a  suppressed 
whisper,  for  they  did  not  reach  us.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  anything  to  congra- 
tulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon,  al- 
though I  heard  him  congratulate  himself 
that  things  were  no  worse.  It  appears  to 
me,  that  a  more  insolvent  statement  could 
not  be  made  by  a  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer; and  'the  only  consolation  to  de- 
rive from  it  is  that,  as  things  are  so  bad, 
they  may  soon  get  better.  Such  also  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  hope  in  the 
spring  of  1847.  For  my  part,  I  think  the 
best  foundation  he  has  for  his  congratula- 
tions, and  his  most  consoling  reflection,  is 
very  much  akin  to  that  of  a  certain  gal- 
lant knight  (Sir  Hudibras)  who,  when  im- 
prisoned in  the  village  stocks,  expressed 
a  hope  that  his  dog-bolt  fortunes  might — 
,  "  quickly  end. 
Or  turn  about  again  and  mend." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us,  that 
various  financial  statements  had  been  made 
to  the  House.  Various  and  varying  they 
were;  for  this  is  the  fourth  budget  or  ex- 
planatory financial  statement  with  which 
we  have  been  favoured.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  gone  to  some  pains  to  ex- 
plain budget  No.  4;  but  now  that  I  have 
heard  it,  I  am  not  sure  I  understand  it. 
We  have  not  been  told  that  the  com  duties 
were  included  in  the  statement.  [The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  :  They  are 
always  included.]  Not  "always;*'  for 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  his 
financial  statement  in  the  early  part  of  the 
Session,  he  forgot  to  include  them.  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say,  that  there  was  an  increase  in  the 
Customs  of  22,000?.  over  the  correspon- 
ding period  of  last  year.  [The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  :  Exclusive  of  com 
duties.]  I  understand,  that  207,000^  had 
been  received  up  to  the  15th  of  June.  So 
I  presumed,  that  up  to  this  time  about 
300,000?.  had  been  received  from  corn  du- 
ties.   The  House  will  recollect,  that  when 


the  first  financial  statement  was  made,  wo 
were  informed  that  there  would  be  a  defi- 
ciency of  nearly  3,000,000?.,  and  that 
such  deficiency  was  to  be  made  up  by  an 
increase  in  the  income-tax  yielding 
3,500,000?.  That  proposal  for  anin 
creased  tax  upon  incomes  was  subse- 
quently abandoned;  but  we  are  now  told 
that  the  malt  duties  have  so  much  ex- 
ceeded in  amount  the  estimates  framed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  on  the 
head  of  Excise  there  is  already  an  increase 
over  the  corresponding  period  of  last  year 
of  upwards  of  500,000?.  [The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  :  I  said  the  increase 
was  upon  the  Customs  and  Excise.]  If  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  ho 
said  that  the  com  duties  were  not  included 
in  his  statement  of  Customs.  [The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  :  I  stated,  that 
the  increase  upon  the  Customs  and  the 
Excise,  taken  together,  was  more  than 
500,000?.  I  also  said,  that  there  was  an 
increase  of  22,000?.  in  the  Customs  duties, 
exclusive  of  the  corn  duties.]  Then  we 
are  to  understand  that  there  is  a  decrease 
on  stamps,  the  amount  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  prepared  to  state; 
and  that  upon  the  balance  there  is  an  in- 
crease of  revenue  on  Customs  and  Excise 
to  the  extent  of  500,000?.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tells  us,  that  it  is  his  intention 
to  provide  for  the  deficiency,  which  is  esti- 
mated at  2,000,000?.,  by  selling  stock; 
but,  as  the  value  of  stock  varies,  to  borrow 
money  in  such  an  irregular  way  is  very  like 
flying  a  kite.  When  looking  forward  to 
an  increased  surplus  of  revenue  wherewith 
to  reimburse  himself,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  forgotten  to  tell  us  to  what 
source  he  looked  forward  with  so  much 
confidence  for  this  increase  of  revenue;  for 
the  House  will  recollect  that  this  corn  duty, 
which,  coming  in  at  the  present  rate  with- 
in the  current  eleven  months,  would  yield 
670,000?.,  will  cease  on  the  1st  day  of 
February  next.  This  shows,  that  there  is 
a  prospect  not  of  an  increase  of  revenue, 
but  of  a  considerable  decrease.  Let  mo 
also  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  even 
on  the  head  of  sugar  duties  (one  of  the 
largest  sources  of  revenue),  his  expecta- 
tions are  not  likely  to  be  realised,  for  al- 
though by  increased  consumption  the 
amount  of  dutiea  received  may  not  be  di- 
minished, still  it  is  most  probable  that  from 
the  article  of  sugar  he  will  not  derive  any 
increased  revenue.  You  are  also  going  to 
reduce  the  copper  duties,  which  last  year 
produced  40,000?.,  and  the  year  before 
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50,000?. ;  and  these  things,  taken  together, 
indicate  that  there  will  be  a  diminution  in- 
stead of  an  increase  in  the  revenue.  Really 
it  appears  to  me  as  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  seeking  to  ape  Sir  Robert  Peel; 
but  he  forgets  that  when  Sir  Robert  Peel 
borrowed  in  1842,  that  he  put  on  a 
property-tax,  which  gave  hhn  5,000,000?., 
and  that  at  a  time  when  there  was  some- 
thing to  look  forward  to.  It  is  true  Sir 
Robert  Peel  reduced  the  duty  on  timber, 
thus  sacrificing  500,000?.  or  600,000?., 
and  that  he  made  other  reductions  of  duty 
to  the  extent  of  1,000.000?.;  but  he  com- 
pensated for  the  loss  by  the  imposition  of 
an  income-tax.  The  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer inclines,  on  the  other  hand,  to  the 
increase  of  expense,  without  removing  any 
burdens,  or  without  providing  fresh  sources 
of  revenue.  I  say,  therefore,  that  he  is 
unwarrantably  confident  when  he  looks  for- 
ward to  an  increasing  surplus  revenue  to 
compensate  him  for  his  2,000,000?.  of  de- 
ficiency. He  is  aware  that  there  are  no 
more  instalments  of  China  money,  and 
therefore  on  all  hands  I  say  there  is  every 
prospect  of  a  diminished  income.  With 
regard  to  expenditure,  he  tells  us  that 
there  is  a  saving  amounting  to  828,000?. 
upon  the  various  estimates;  but  that  sav- 
ing will  have  to  be  made  up  in  future  years. 
It  is  not  as  if  he  told  us  that  great  works 
would  have  to  be  finished  this  year,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  everything  is  to  be  postponed, 
as  a  charge  upon  the  future  greater  than 
the  present  charge.  Far  from  thinking 
we  have  subject  for  congratulation,  I  am 
of  opinion  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
prospects  are  the  darkest  and  most  obscure 
that  can  possibly  be  conceived.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  a  prospect  of  in- 
creasing the  surplus  revenue;  but  how  is 
he  to  make  amends  for  his  present  defi- 
ciency, and  what  will  justify  this  irregular 
mode  of  borrowing  money  by  selling  stock 
which  he  does  not  possess  ?  When  I  look 
at  the  return  that  was  presented  to  this 
House  a  few  days  ago,  which  shows  that  in 
the  Customs  duties  there  is  a  diminished 
receipt  of  500,000?.,  and  an  increased  ex- 
penditure to  the  amount  of  40,000?.  on  ac- 
count of  collection,  in  addition  to  the  sala- 
ries of  extra  custom-house  officers  and 
coast-guards  to  the  number  of  sixty-two,  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  thinking  that  we  can  depend  upon 
a  surplus  revenue  in  anticipation.  But  it 
appears  we  are  to  part  tliis  year  at  a  period 
vhen  we  migh^  have  postponed  th^  budget 


until  next  year,  and  have  amalgamated  the 
budget  of  1848  and  1849,  with  the  pros- 
pect of  meeting  again  in  three  or  four 
months,  with  a  virtual  deficiency  of  two 
millions.  With  such  prospects  as  those — 
apart  from  considerations  of  reductions  of 
expenditure — I  must  say  that  I  never  heard 
a  statement  by  any  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer less  a  subject  of  congratulation, 
either  to  the  House,  to  the  country,  or  to 
myself,  than  the  statement  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  this  night. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  with  regard  to  Ireland.  No 
doubt  in  some  parts  of  the  country  the 
gloomy  anticipations  which  had  been  enter- 
tained would  not  be  realised  to  the  full  ex- 
tent. The  potato  disease  was  perhaps  not 
so  active  or  malignant  as  it  had  formerly 
been,  but  it  was  to  be  feared  that  it  was 
making  a  steady  progress;  and  it  was  much 
to  be  apprehended  that  if  famine  visited 
the  country  to  anything  like  the  extent 
that  was  threatened,  the  people  would  be 
in  a  most  frightful  condition,  inasmuch  as 
in  the  year  1846  and  1847  they  possessed 
resources  from  which  in  the  autumn  and 
winter  of  1848  they  could  not  hope  to  de- 
rive any  advantage.  The  case  of  Ireland 
was  most  melancholy;  it  called  for  extreme 
and  anxious  attention,  the  more  especially 
as  the  recent  attempts  to  create  disturb- 
ance were  not  the  acts  of  the  people,  they 
were  merely  the  proceedings  of  rash,  mad, 
and  criminal  persons.  As  regarded  the 
conduct  of  the  Government,  it  was  in  this 
matter  most  merciful;  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  they  would  continue  to  show  the 
same  spirit. 

SirH.WILLOUGHBY  said,  all  they  had 
heard  amounted  merely  to  a  postponement 
for  one  year  of  the  imposition  of  fresh 
taxes,  and  the  only  thing  Ministers  seemed 
able  to  do,  was  to  go  on  borrowing  more 
money.  On  referring  to  a  paper  recently 
presented  to  the  House,  he  found  that  the 
additions  to  the  national  debt,  from  the  Ist 
of  January,  1847,  to  the  1st  of  January, 
1848,  made  a  total  of  7,933,259?.;  and 
even  that  was  not  the  whole  deficiency, 
for  the  whole  of  the  money  sent  to  Ireland 
was  borrowed,  and  England  imposed  upon 
herself,  by  that  operation,  a  permanent  an- 
nual expenditure  of  200,000?.  a  year.  It 
was  quite  evident  that  the  country  could 
not  go  on  in  that  way  much  longer; 
The  noble  Lord  had  upon  a  foimer  occa- 
sion said,  that  when  the  deficiency  amount- 
ed to  so  much  as  2,000,000?.,  that  there 
shQuId  be  no  loan — no  petty  device;  that 
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taxes  should  bo  found  to  meet  tho  defi- 
ciency. Now,  when  the  noble  Lord  was 
beaten  upon  the  iax^  that  he  had  proposed, 
he  ought  to  have  submitted  to  the  House 
some  other  scheme. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  expressed  his  regret  that, 
after  thirty-three  years  of  peace,  a  defi- 
ciency was  still  to  bo  met  by  borrowed 
money,  and  by  an  addition  to  the  national 
debt.  If  the  expenditure  were  necessary 
and  just,  it  ought  to  be  met  by  existing 
resources. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  thought,  that  the 
country  had  come  to  the  ne  plus  ultra  of 
taxation;  and  he  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  at  a  future  period  be  prepared 
to  come  forward  with  some  plan  adequate 
to  the  exigencies  of  tho  time.  The  im- 
putation thrown  out  by  any  Irish  Catho- 
lic bishop,  that  this  country  intended  to 
starve  the  Irish  people,  though  it  might 
be  passed  over  with  the  phrase  that  it 
was  all  •*  Tullagh-hill  talk,'*  was  in  plain, 
honest  Saxon,  nothing  but  a  wilful  and  de- 
liberate falsehood. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  observed,  that 
there  was  no  ground  to  suppose  any  rea- 
son why,  with  the  reductions  that  had 
been  made,  and  those  that  might  be  un- 
dertaken next  year,  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture should  not  be  reduced  to  the  income 
of  the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  had  said,  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  not  stated  that  any 
further  reductions  were  to  be  made;  but 
there  had  been  in  various  debates  declara- 
tions made  by  himself  (Lord  J.  Russell), 
by  the  hon.  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
and  by  other  Members  of  the  Government, 
that  on  every  possible  occasion  reductions 
would  be  made  with  the  view  of  bringing 
the  expenditure  within  the  income.  At  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  at  all  regret  having, 
in  the  present  year,  kept  up  the  naval  and 
military  forces  at  the  point  at  which  they 
were  now  maintained.  When  complaints 
were  made  of  the  great  amount  of  the 
Navy  and  the  Army,  he  must  say,  that 
considering  the  events  which  had  occurred 
on  the  Continent,  considering  the  excite- 
ment which  such  events  were  likely  to  pro- 
duce in  this  country,  giving  encouragement 
to  misguided  men  to  imagine  that  they  had 
only  to  go  out  into  tho  streets  with  knives 
and  pistols  in  order  to  effect  a  revolution, 
and  considering  the  attempts  made  in  Ire- 
land, he  should  have  been  sorry  if,  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  popularity,  the  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  reductions  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.     He  did  trust,  howeyer,  that 


circumstances  would  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  further  reductions.  With 
regard  to  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick,  he  must  say,  that 
the  Government  claimed  the  confidence  of 
the  country  for  their  intentions.  He  hoped 
that  the  potato  failure  was  not  so  great  as 
was  apprehended  a  week  ago,  though  ho 
admitted  that  there  was  still  ground,  for 
fear  and  alarm  on  that  head. 

Resolutions  agreed  to  : — "  That  towards 
making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her 
Majesty,  the  sum  of  10,584,871Z.  19^.  lOd. 
be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  That  there  be 
issued  and  applied  to  the  Service  of  the 
year  1848  the  sum  of  41,786?.  19s.  dd., 
being  the  Surplus  of  Ways  and  Means 
granted  for  the  Service  of  preceding 
years.  That  the  sum  of  500,000^,  being 
part  of  the  sum  in  the  Exchequer  of  tho 
United  Kingdom,  a  balance  from  the  ser- 
vices of  the  years  1846  and  1847,  be  ap- 
plied to  the  Service  of  1848.'' 

SCHLESWIG-HOLSTEIN. 

On  the  question  that  towards  making 
good  the  supply  the  Commissioners  of  tho 
Treasury  be  authorised  to  raise  2,000,000^. 
sterling,  either  by  the  issue  of  Exchequer- 
bills,  or  by  the  creation  of  Consolidated 
3  per  cent  Annuities,  or  Reduced  3  per 
cent  Annuities, 

Mr.  DISRAELI  observed  that  when 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the 
course  of  his  statement,  painted  in  rather 
gloomy  colours  the  situation  of  the  coun- 
try, he  not  only  referred  to  the  bad  har- 
vests we  had  experienced,  but  especially 
to  the  disordered  state  of  Europe;  and  one 
of  tho  reasons  assigned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  disadvantages  under 
which  this  country  at  present  laboured  was 
the  blockade  in  the  Baltic,  which  he  spoke 
of  as  likely  to  last  for  a  considerable  time. 
That  blockade,  as  was  well  known,  occa- 
sioned great  loss,  and  inconvenience,  and 
injury  to  our  merchants.  He  had  before 
called  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
of  tho  House  to  this  subject,  and  especially 
to  the  fact  that,  when  the  blockade  was 
renewed,  it  was  renewed  under  much  more 
stringent  and  severe  conditions.  He  had 
formerly  inquired  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  meant  to  fulfil  a  guarantee 
which  this  country  had  given  to  Denmark 
for  the  possession  of  Schleswig,  and  he 
quoted  the  treaty,  which  was  very  decided 
in  its  language,  and  which  appeared  to 
him  Bcarcely  to  admit  of  doubt.  The  noble 
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Lord  (Lord  PalmerBton),  however,  said  that 
it  was  possible  the  guarantee  was  not  so 
very  decided,  and  he  hinted  at  two  or  three 
modes  of  interpretation  which  might  leave 
it  open  to  this  country  to  free  itself  from 
the  force  of  that  guarantee.  But  since  he 
brought  the  question  of  the  guarantee  be- 
fore the  House,  the  whole  of  the  diplomatic 
correspondence  which  took  place  between 
the  English  Secretary  of  State  (Lord 
Stanhope)  and  our  Ministers  at  the  Court 
of  Copenhagen  (Lord  Polwarth  and  Lord 
Carteret),  which  had  been  found  in  the 
State  Paper  Office,  had  been  published  by 
a  learned  Dane,  and  the  nature  of  the 
guarantee  was  no  longer  a  matter  of  doubt. 
It  was  a  guarantee  which  this  country  was 
as  much  bound  to  fulfil  as  it  was  bound  to 
pay  the  interest  of  the  national  debt.  He 
believed,  that  if  when  he  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
called  attention  to  the  subject,  the  noble 
Lord  had  acknowledged  the  weight  of  that 
guarantee,  and  had  taken  a  decided  course, 
they  might  have  avoided  some  of  the  great 
inconveniences  and  injuries  they  had  ex- 
perienced. The  noble  Lord  had  boasted, 
the  other  night,  of  the  good  understanding 
which  existed  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  powerful  Government  of 
France.  Now  France  had  acknowledged 
the  force  of  the  guarantee  of  1720;  and 
he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  thought  the  noble  Lord 
could  not  do  anything  more  sensible  or  just 
than  to  act  in  concert  with  that  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  this  guarantee,  and 
by  taking  a  decided  course  to  terminate 
tho  vexatious  blockade  which  the  English 
merchants  could  no  longer  endure.  The 
noble  Lord  had  on  a  former  occasion  made 
a  statement  which  gave  an  impression  that 
the  armistice  which  had  originally  been 
agreed  to  would  be  carried  into  effect  by 
the  Prussian  Government;  but  ho  had 
since  admitted  that  the  hopes  and  expecta- 
tions he  had  permitted  the  commercial 
world  to  indulge  in,  had  not  been  realised. 
As  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
so  specifically  alluded  to  the  blockade,  a 
good  opportunity  was  afforded  to  the  noble 
Lord  to  give  the  House  some  information 
on  the  subject.  He  wished  to  know  what 
was  the  present  state  of  tho  question; 
whether  the  armistice  was  going  to  be  ful- 
filled; whether  any  arrangement  had  been 
made  between  Prussia  and  the  German 
Confederation  which  would  allow  Prussia 
to  act  independently;  whether  Prussia 
could  act  independently;  what  was  the  na- 
ture of  the  relations  subsisting  between 
the  Court  of  St.  James  and  tho  Court  of 


Berlin;  and  whether  there  was  any  proba- 
bility of  a  termination  of  tho  blockade  of 
the  ports  of  the  Baltic  and  the  North 
Sea? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  did  not  un- 
dervalue the  importance  of  the  subject  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  called  at- 
tention; but  he  was  sure  both  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  House  would  feel  that, 
although  it  might  be  right  on  proper  oc- 
casions for  Ministers  in  that  Hodse  to 
give  full  explanations  with  regard  to  mat- 
ters in  which  the  British  Government  alone 
was  concerned,  yet  that  it  might  not  be 
altogether  competent  or  proper  for  them 
to  afford  full  explanations  with  respect  to 
transactions  between  other  Governments, 
in  which  transactions  the  English  Govern- 
ment was  only  incidentally  concerned.  Ho 
must  certainly  admit  that  he  had  been 
very  much  disappointed  with  regard  to  the 
armistice.  On  several  occasions  he  had 
held  out  to  the  House  hopes  and  expecta-  > 
tions  which  had  not  been  realised;  but  ho 
could  assuro  the  House  that  this  had  not 
arisen  from  any  want  of  activity  or  ear- 
nestness on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  transaction  in  question 
was  one  in  which  many  parties  were  con- 
cerned— the  Danish  Government,  the  Prus- 
sian Government,  and  the  Government, 
varying  from  day  to  day  in  its  character, 
at  Frankfort,  beginning  with  a  Diet,  pas- 
sing into  a  National  Assembly,  and  ending 
in  a  Vicar-General  of  the  empire.  The 
question  had  thus  been  embarrassed  and 
complicated  by  the  varying  disposition  and 
chai*acter  of  the  Central  German  autho- 
rity. If  he  were  to  go  into  details,  he 
would  have  to  explain  the  transactions 
which  had  taken  place  between  the  Ger- 
man authorities  at  Frankfort  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  Prussia;  and  he  did  not  think, 
if  he  entered  into  those  details,  that  he 
would  advance  the  object  they  all  had  in 
view — a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  Schles- 
wig-Holstein  question.  He  might,  how- 
ever, state  generally,  what; he  believed  was 
in  substance  pretty  well  known,  that  tho 
terms  of  an  armistice  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  Prussia  and  the  Danish  Govern- 
ment were  substantially  agreed  upon;  that 
those  terms  were  considered  by  the  Prus- 
sian Government  to  require  the  assent  of 
the  Frankfort  authority;  and  that  that 
Frankfort  authority  had  coupled  the  ratifi- 
cation with  certain  conditions  which  had 
for  a  time  created  delay  and  difficulty.  Ho 
still  hoped,  however,  that  there  might  be, 
on  the  part  of  all  concerned,  a  sufficient 
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sense  of  the  absolute  necessity  and  para- 
mount importance  of  bringing  about,  with- 
out further  delay,  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  armistice,  and,  as  resulting 
from  it,  a  settlement  of  the  Schleswig 
question.  With  regard  to  the  guarantee 
of  England,  what  he  had  endeavoured 
to  point  out  on  a  former  occasion  was, 
that  the  present  position  of  matters  could 
not  bring  that  guarantee  into  opera- 
tion. In  the  first  place,  England  was 
at  present  acting  in  some  degree  in  the 
capacity  of  a  mediator;  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  not  combine  the  func- 
tions of  a  mediator  with  those  of  a  party 
in  the  cause,  which  they  would  do  if  they 
undertook  to  act  in  pursuance  of  their 
guarantee.  In  the  next  place,  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  was  not  whether  Schleswig 
was  to  be  wrested  from  the  King-Duke  to 
whom  it  belonged,  it  was  a  question  com- 
plicated in  its  nature,  but  of  a  different 
kind — namely,  what  should  be  the  internal 
administration  of  Schleswig — whether  it 
should  be,  as  the  Danish  Government 
wished  it  to  bo,  a  constitution  combined 
with  that  of  Denmark,  or  as  the  German 
party  wished,  a  constitution  combined  with 
the  Duehy  of  Holstein  ?  It  was  not  there- 
fore a  question  of  conquest,  or  of  the  for- 
cibly wresting  of  a  territory  from  a  sove- 
reign, but  of  the  internal  organisation  and 
administration  of  the  duchy.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  good  sense  which  he 
hoped  animated  all  the  parties  concerned, 
would  lead  to  a  satisfactory  settlement  of 
the  question  without  bringing  into  opera- 
tion the  guarantee,  the  existence  of  which 
he  did  not  deny,  but  which,  in  his  opinion, 
did  not  at  present  bear  upon  the  practical 
question  at  issue. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  s^id,  the  noble  Lord 
had  informed  them  that,  under  his  advice, 
the  Crown  of  England  had  accepted  the 
office  of  mediator.  This  being  the  case, 
he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  wished  to  know  how  it 
was  that,  during  that  mediation  more  than 
40,000  men,  being  different  contingents  of 
the  German  empire,  had  arrived  at  the 
seat  of  war — a  circumstance  which  had 
led  to  the  renewal  of  hostilities  and  to  the 
revival  of  the  blockade  ?  He  thought  that, 
the  moment  such  a  hostile  demonstration 
took  place,  the  noble  Lord  was  perfectly 
free  to  drop  his  position  as  a  mediator,  and 
to  enforce  the  stringent  character  of  the 
guarantee. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  Undoubt- 
edly, if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
thought  fit  to  declare  war  against  Ger- 
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many,  it  would  have  been  perfectly  easy  to 
say  that  they  would  cease  to  bo  mediators, 
and  would  become  belligerents ;  but  that 
was  not  a  course  which  it  was  deemed  ad- 
visable to  adopt.  They  accepted  the  me- 
diation at  the  request  of  Denmark,  and 
with  the  consent  of  the  other  party;  and  • 
so  long  as  they  saw  any  prospect  of  set- 
tling the  question  amicably  by  negotiation, 
he  thought  that  was  the  best  course  to 
pursue. 

Mr.  COBDEN  happened  to  be  one  of 
a  deputation  from  Manchester  who  waited 
upon  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston) 
some  months  ago  upon  this  subject.  They 
stated  the  vast  importance  to  them  of  the 
trade  with  the  Baltic  and  Hamburgh,  and 
they  urged  the  noble  Lord  to  act  the  part 
of  the  mediator,  and  not  to  change  this 
character  for  that  of  belligerent;  and  the 
noble  Lord  would  best  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  manufacturing  community  if  he  could 
with  honour  maintain  his  present  pacific 
posture  of  mediator.  Now,  as  to  the  vote 
before  the  House,  this  was,  after  all,  a 
little  loan ;  disguise  it  as  they  might,  call 
it  selling  stock  or  issuing  Exchequer-bills, 
still  they  were  going  to  add  to  the  perma- 
nent debt  of  the  empire.  But  they  would 
not  act  thus  as  individuals ;  individuals,  if 
they  had  not  the  money  to  spend,  would 
retrench,  and  diminish  their  expenditure. 
A  reduction  of  800,000^.  had  been  made 
since  framing  the  estimates ;  was  it  not 
possible  to  retrench  a  little  more,  rather 
than  increase  our  debt  ?  He  measured  the 
strength  of  this  empire  more  by  our  finan- 
ces than  by  our  armaments  or  number  of 
ships  ;  afid  he  must  maintain  that  if  we 
added  2,000,000Z.  more  to  our  permanent 
debt,  then,  in  spite  of  all  our  military  and 
naval  force,  we  should  present  ourselves 
in  a  crippled  position  before  the  world. 
Nor  was  he  sure  that  the  Chancellor  had 
told  the  House  the  whole  case  for  the  next 
year  in  regard  to  expenditure ;  and  that 
all  these  marchings  and  countermarchinga 
in  Ireland,  all  these  encampments  and  in- 
creased fortifications,  would  not  end  in  a 
very  heavy  bill  being  brought  in  next 
spring.  It  was  very  well  to  say  that  the 
Caffre  war  was  a  casual  expense  that 
would  not  occur  again;  but  we  had  an 
Irish  war  and  an  Irish  famine  staring  us 
in  the  face.  But  if  we  spent  all  we  could 
get,  and  ran  into  debt  besides,  we  should 
always  be  finding  some  casualty  arising 
and  telling  against  us.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  he  was  insol- 
vent,  and  yet  he  could  make  loans  to 
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Trinidad,  to  Tobago,  New  Zealand,  and  to 
tbe  gentry  of  Ireland  to  improve  their 
estates.  We  were  just  running  the  career 
which  other  nations  had  run,  and  which 
in  the  case  of  another  nation  we  should 
condemn,  but  to  which,  in  our  own  case, 
we  seemed  blind,  and  ready  to  treat  Eng- 
land as  if  it  had  a  charmed  existence. 
That  majority  of  the  House,  which  in  the 
spring  refused  a  reduction  in  our  arma- 
ments, and  passed  a  vote  authorising  the 
expenditure,  was  bound  to  resolve  to  raise 
the  money — to  raise  it  during  this  Session, 
and  to  raise  it  by  an  additional  tax,  what- 
ever discontent  it  might  create. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  August  26,  1 848. 

M1NOTK8.3    Public  Bills.— 1°  West  India  Coloniet  and 

Mauritius;  Exchequer  Bills ;  Consolidated  Fund, 
so  Post  Hone  Licenses,  &c;    Postage  on  Newspapers 
(Channel   Islands,  dec..);    Lock*up  Houses;    Drainage 
Certificates. 
JZ^poWcd.— Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome; 
Battersea  Park,  6cc 

PsTmoNa  Prbskntbd.  By  Mr.  Maxwell,  ftom  the 
Parish  of  Killersherdiney,  in  the  County  of  Cavan,  for 
Encouragement  to  Schools  in  Connexion  with  the 
Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— From  the  High 
Sheriff  and  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Mayo,  for  an 
Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland). 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Resolutions  reported. 

Mr.  HUME,  referring  to  the  resolutions, 
and  to  that  part  of  the  Government  propo- 
sition which  related  to  the  raising  the 
2,000,000?.  on  Three  per  Cent  stock,  said 
that  he  objected  to  all  borrowing,  which, 
in  itself,  was  a  proof  that  the  country  had 
reached  the  ne  plus  ultra  of  taxation. 
Various  additions  had  now  been  made  to 
the  debt  of  the  country  during  past  years, 
in  time  of  peace;  though  that  was  the  pe- 
riod when  they  ought  to  be  considering 
how  to  lessen  the  charge.  Had  the  House 
adopted  his  recommendations  in  favour  of 
retrenchment,  there  would  now  be  no  ne- 
cessity for  the  present  loan.  Moreover, 
he  thought  that  one  of  the  proposed  modes 
of  raising  the  required  sum  was  ruinous, 
for  borrowing  on  Three  per  Cent  stock 
would  be  binding  the  country  to  pay  100?. 
for  every  86?.  lent.  He  should  therefore 
move  to  strike  out  of  the  last  resolution  all 
the  words  relating  to  that  part  of  the  pro- 
position, and  to  insert  in  lieu  of  them  the 
following  words — ''  on  debentures  at  a  rate 


of  interest  not  exceeding  5  per  cent," — 
thereby  leaving  to  the  country  the  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  advantage  of  the  future 
state  of  the  money  market. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER could  by  no  means  assent  to  the 
prop6sition;  all  who  had  preceded  him  in 
the  office  which  he  had  now  the  honour  to 
hold,  had  taken  the  course  which  he  now 
proposed  to  take — all  loans  had  been  raised 
upon  similar  principles,  and  he  saw  no 
sufficient  reason  for  departing  from  the 
existing  practice. 

Mr.  HUME  merely  wished  to  place  his 
opinion  on  record,  and  he  did  not  desire  to 
do  more  than  to  divide  upon  the  Bill. 

Report  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  August  28,1848. 

MiNUTKB.]     PuBUC  BfLLS.  —  1'  DubUn  Police  s    Poor 

Law  Auditors  Proceedings  Restriction;  Battersea  Park, 

dec 
S*  Sheep  and  CatUe  Importation  Prohibition;  Sheep  and 

Cattle    Contagious   Disorders   Pre^'ention;    Labouring 

Poor  (Ireland) ;  Sugar  Duties 
3»  and  passed:— Poor  Removal  (No.  S) ;  Petty  Bag,  dtc 

OflBoe  (Court  of  Chancery) ;  Commons  Inclosure  (No.  S) ; 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (Na  S). 

SUGAR  DUTIES  BH^L. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

Earl  GREY  rose  to  move  that  the  Bill 
he  now  read  the  second  time.  One  of  the 
objects  of  the  measure  which  he  now  in- 
tended to  bring  under  the  notice  of  their 
Lordships  was  to  alter  the  Act  of  1846; 
and  the  necessity  for  making  such  a  change 
had  been  very  greatly  strengthened  by  the 
constantly-increasing  distress  of  our  sugar- 
growing  colonics.  It  was  not  his  present 
purpose,  however,  to  occupy  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  by  any  lengthened  dis- 
course; though,  if  he  had  been  called  upon 
to  address  them  upon  this  subject  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  year,  he  should,  per- 
haps, have  not  thought  it  unfitting  to  enter 
into  the  question  of  the  sugar  duties  much 
more  in  detail  than  he  had  now  any  inten- 
tion of  doing.  Looking  at  the  protracted 
duration  of  the  Session  —  remembering 
how  few  Members  of  either  House  still  re- 
mained in  town — considering,  also,  how 
much  discussion  had  already  taken  place 
on  the  subject  of  those  duties — he  should 
abstain  from  saying  more  upon  the  present 
occasion   than  was  absolutely  necessary* 
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He  felt  that  it  was  scarcely  requisite  for 
him  to  go  over  any  very  great  portion  of 
the  ground  that  had  already  been  travelled 
in  making  known  the  evidence  upon  which 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  founded — 
it  had  been  shown,  as  he  conceived,  beyond 
any  doubt,  that  the  policy  hitherto  pursued 
with  regard  to  those  duties  could  no  longer 
be  safely  continued.  It  had  been  proved, 
as  he  believed  in  the  clearest  possible  man- 
ner, that  wages  which  had  been  raised  to 
an  excessive  height  by  an  artificial  system 
of  duties  had  proved  deeply  injurious  both 
to  the  planter  and  the  labourer.  As  far 
as  he  had  been  able  to  ascertain,  the 
condition  of  the  negro  had  not  been  in 
the  least  improved  by  the  great  increase 
of  payment  which  he  now  received.  In 
one  of  his  despatches,  dated  the  3rd  of 
May,  the  Governor  of  British  Guiana 
said — 

"  Estates  worked  by  advances  from  England 
were  a  lottery,  in  which  every  one  struggled  to 
obtain  a  prize  at  the  expense  of  his  neighbour. 
Hence,  labourers  were  seduced  from  one  estate 
to  another  ;  higher  wages  were  the  result,  which, 
in  the  end,  have  absorbed  the  resources  of  the 
employers.  The  labourers  are  enriched  ;  the 
owner  has  been  left  penniless.  Had  the  diminu- 
tion of  wages  taken  place  in  1847  rather  than  in 
1848,  many  estates  now  jeopardised  would,  per- 
haps, have  escaped  ;  for  the  crops  were  large 
enough  to  have  given  profit,  had  expenses  of  la- 
bour not  aborbed  it.  I  consider  it  a  great  dis- 
advantage to  the  progress  of  civilisation  that  the 
Creoles,  young  and  old,  have  hitherto  been  en- 
abled to  earn,  by  two  or  three  days'  labour  of  six 
hours  or  seven  hours  each  per  week,  more  than 
sufficient  maintenance  ;  they  are  thus  induced  to 
irregukir  habits  ;  they  shoot,  fish,  and  lead  a 
wandering  life.  Planters  cannot  regulate  the 
work  on  their  estates  as  farmers  do  in  Europe  : 
they  are  subject  to  the  caprice  of  the  negro — con- 
tinuous labour  cannot  be  had — the  crops  fail, 
while  the  liabilities  increase — and  there  are  not  a 
few  of  the  nominal  possessors  of  property  who  are 
ground  to  the  earth  by  the  debts  accumulated  an- 
nually, from  the  enormous  interest  which  the 
habits  of  West  Indian  dealings  have  introduced." 

From  these  despatches,  as  well  as  from  the 
evidence  adduced  upon  the  subject  of  the 
sugar  duties  before  the  other  House,  it 
was  clear  that  high  wages  had  not  been 
conducive  to  the  welfare,  but  had  greatly 
increased  the  demoralisation  of  the  negroes, 
and  that  that  evil  state  of  things  had  been 
greatly  aggravated  by  cultivation  extended 
beyond  its  legitimate  limits,  and  by  compe- 
tition carried  on  to  a  mischievous  excess; 
and,  what  was  worse,  carried  on  upon  bor- 
rowed capital,  and  at  such  inordinate 
charges  as  were  wholly  inconsistent  with 
a  sound  mercantile  system,  or  with  legiti- 
mate mercantile  profits.      The  effect  of 


the  protecting  duties  had  been  to  stimu- 
late artificial  production  in  a  manner  that 
was  most  injurious  to  fair  and  legitimate 
trade;  and  for  the  proof  of  that,  he  might 
refer  to  the  papers  which  had  been  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  House.  From  those 
it  appeared  that  in  the  Mauritius  during 
the  five  years  which  elapsed  from  1820  to 
1824  inclusive,  the  produce  had  been 
22,000,000  of  French  pounds;  that  in  the 
subsequent  ^ye  years  it  had  risen  to 
42,000,000  lb.;  that  in  1830  it  was 
68,000,0001b.;  and  in  1832,  the  year 
before  the  emancipation,  it  rose  to 
73,000,0001b.;  and  since  the  emancipa- 
tion of  the  negi-oes,  it  had  risen  still 
more  rapidly.  In  1840-1,  it  had  ad- 
vanced to  76,000,000  lb. ;  and  last  year, 
1847,  it  had  reached  the  great  amount 
of  133,000,0001b.,  being  an  increase  of' 
sixfold  in  twenty-five  years.  Then  there 
had  been  a  great  increase  in  the  rate  of 
wages,  in  spite  of  increased  immigration; 
and,  after  all,  the  labour  market  was  by  no 
means  well  supplied — the  employers  were 
bidding  against  each  other,  and  the  neces- 
sary consequence  of  that  condition  of  af- 
fairs was  most  injurious  to  the  great  body 
of  the  planters.  It  was  impossible  that 
this  state  of  things  could  go  on;  and  he 
found  in  the  despatches  of  Sir  W.  Gomm, 
the  Governor  of  the  Mauritius,  that  he  had 
foreseen  the  calamity.  The  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Council,  dated  February  19, 
1845,  stated,  that  "the  crops  of  the  ^ve 
years  from  1820  to  1824,  averaged  only 
22,000,000  lb.;  those  of  the  subsequent 
^ye  years,  only  42,000,000  lb. ;  in  1830, 
the  crop  had  risen  to  68,000,009  lb.;  and, 
in  1832,  to  73,000,0001b.''  In  a  despatch 
dated  August  24,  1846,  Sir  W.  Gomm 
wrote — **I  cannot  be  blind  to  the  facts 
that,  with  the  supply  of  labour  in  the 
colony,    80,000,000  lb.    were  with    eate 

fathered  in  from  the  crop  of  1844-5;  that 
00,000,000  lb.  and  upwards  have  been 
in  like  manner  shipped  of  that  just  com- 
pleted; and  that  many  look  with  a  full 
confidence  to  realising  120,000,000  lb. 
from  that  already  in  progress.  Nor  can  I 
be  without  my  apprehensions  that,  should 
a  dark  day  arise,  in  succession  to  these 
consecutive  seasons,  the  ever-increasing 
cultivation  of  the  soil,  supported,  and  in- 
deed set  on  foot  exclusively,  by  foreign  aid, 
must  bring  extensive  embarrassment."  He 
had  read  these  extracts  to  prove  that  it  had 
been  foreseen  at  the  time  by  Sir  W.  Gomm 
that  the  great  increase  which  had  taken 
place  in  tha  produce  was  not  a  healthy 
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increase;  that  it  had  been  stimulated  by 
the  artificial  system  which  had  been  pur- 
sued; and  this  cause  had  not  only  affected 
the  Mauritius,  but  had  affected  our  colonies 
in  the  west,  which  had  been  carrying  on 
cultivation  with  borrowed  capital,  upon 
which  the  charges  were  of  the  heaviest 
kind;  for,  the  trade  being  a  hazardous 
one,  the  charge  must  be  enormous.  The 
artificial  cultivation  of  sugar  was  increased 
by  another  circumstance;  the  merchants  at 
home,  who  advanced  money  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  cultivation  in  the  colonies,  were 
themselves  trading  far  beyond  their  own 
capital,  and  trusted  more  to  credit  than  to 
capital.  In  this  manner  was  the  produc- 
tion of  sugar  artificially  increased.  With- 
out reading  any  further  statements,  he 
thought  he  had  shown  that  by  this  forced 
and  artificial  system — by  the  competition 
of  the  planters  with  each  other — was  the 
production  unnaturally  increased,  and  the 
wages  of  the  labourer  were  raised.  But 
let  it  not  be  supposed  that  he  blamed  these 
parties;  ho  did  not  think  them  blameablc; 
he  thought  them  imprudent,  but  their  im- 
prudence was  as  nothing  compared  with 
the  imprudence  of  Parliament.  The  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  were  responsible  for 
having  fostered  and  encouraged  this  unna- 
tural system,  which  could  have  led  to  no 
other  result.  Looking  to  the  future,  how- 
ever, in  his  opinion,  notwithstanding  their 
actual  and  immediate  distress,  there  was  a 
fair  prospect  of  reasonable  profits  in  our 
sugar-growing  colonies  under  a  better  sys- 
tem. He  admitted  the  extreme  severity  of 
the  existing  distress,  and  he  deplored  as 
moch  as  any  man  the  calamities  which  had 
visited  so  large  and  respectable  a  class. 
Then  with  respect  to  the  future,  he  had 
ventured  to  predict  that,  if  protection  were 
withdrawn,  and  the  system  of  cultivation 
was  placed  upon  a  proper  footing,  wages 
would  inevitably  fall;  and  that  prediction 
had  been  verified.  With  regard  to  the 
comparative  cost  of  free  and  slave  labour, 
he  had  met  the  other  day  with  a  state- 
ment in  a  Mauritius  newspaper,  the  Mau- 
ritius Maily  in  which  the  writer  said — 
•*  We  asked  one  of  our  most  experienced 
planters,  to  whose  opinion  every  one  who 
knows  him  will  bend,  which  he  preferred; 
and  he  laughed  at  us  for  the  question.  '  I 
had  a  choice  band  of  slaves  that  were  at- 
tached to  me,' he  said,  *for  I  occupied  ray- 
self  about  their  welfare;  all  they  did  is 
now  easily  surpassed  by  a  band  of  the 
same  number  of  Madras  Indians.'**  He 
was  completely  confirmed  by  the  ezpe- 


rienco  of  the  planters  in  the  Mauritius 
that  free  labour  in  that  colony  was  deci- 
dedly cheaper  than  slave  labour  in  Cuba. 
There  was  only  one  of  the  colonies  in 
which  this  was  not  the  case,  and  it  was 
singular  that  it  was  the  very  colony  where 
the  wages  were  highest.  In  Guiana  the 
labourers  strenuously  resisted  the  reduc- 
tion of  wages,  and  no  wonder  ;  they  had 
been  spoiled  by  the  extraordinary  high 
wages  they  had  received  owing  to  the 
forced  and  artificial  system  adopted  by  the 
planters.  In  Barbadoes,  Antigua,  and 
other  colonies,  with  less  natural  advan- 
tages, where  wages  had  not  been  so  extra- 
vagantly forced  up,  they  had  been  much 
reduced,  and  a  more  natural  and  whole- 
some relation  had  been  estabUshed  between 
master  and  labourer.  The  report  of  the 
stipendiary  magistrate  of  Antigua  for  the 
half-year  ending  December  31,  1847, 
stated,  **  The  number  of  young  persons 
employed  in  field  labour  has  increased 
during  this  half-year,  and  I  confidently  re- 
peat my  conviction  that  in  a  few  years  a 
numerous  native  peasantry  will  arise  to 
cultivate  the  soil  and  supersede  the  neces- 
sity of  emigration.  The  reduction  of  wages 
has  had  the  effect  of  bringing  more  labour 
into  the  market.**  He  stated  that  there 
was  an  increased  amount  of  deposits  in  the 
savings  banks,  which  was  one  evidence  of 
increased  industry  amongst  the  labourers. 
Another  effect  which  he  had  predicted  was 
the  diminution  of  the  cost  of  production, 
and  improvements  in  the  cultivation  and 
manufacture  of  sugar,  which  would  be 
caused  by  competition ;  and  on  this  point 
also  he  was  able  to  prove  that  he  had  not 
been  deceived.  Sir  Henry  Light,  Gover- 
nor of  Guiana,  in  a  letter  dated  the  25th 
of  June,  1848,  enclosed  a  document  from 
Dr.  Shier,  stating  that  the  subsoil  drain- 
ing of  canefields  in  Demerara  in  compari- 
son with  a  neighbouring  field  under  com- 
mon cultivation,  had  given  an  increase  of 
produce  of  100  per  cent  in  the  former  as 
compared  with  the  latter,  though  under 
very  great  disadvantages.  **I  believe,** 
he  said,  **  that  the  planters  are  beginning 
to  open  their  eyes  on  tlie  true  protection, 
namely,  better  cultivation;  but  very  few 
have  the  means  of  standing  the  outlay 
necessary  for  this  new  mode  of  cultiva- 
tion.'* As  to  manufacture,  Sir  H.  Light 
said,  in  his  despatch  of  February  14, 1848, 
describing  the  success  of  Dr.  S bier's  im- 
provements, **  Nothing  can  equal  the 
slovenly,  unscientific  way  in  which  sugar 
ia  made  ou  those  estates  ou  which  tho 
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common  process  is  used."  Lord  Harris, 
in  a  private  letter,  dated  the  2l8t  of  Julj, 
1848,  after  describiDg  the  importance  of 
improved  cultivation,  stated,  with  regard 
to  the  manufacturing  process,  **  A  report 
was  received  by  the  last  packet  of  prices 
set  on  some  samples  of  sugar  made  on  the 
day,  at  the  same  estate,  and  from  canes 
taken  from  the  same  field — value  of  sugar 
made  by  Dr.  Mitchell's  process,  475.  per 
cwt.;  by  old  process,  365.  per  cwt.:  there 
being  no  increased  expense,  and  nearly 
double  the  quantity  of  saccharine  matter 
extruded."  These  statements  sufficed  to 
show  that  there  was  in  our  colonies  a  great 
capability  of  improvement.  He  now  pro- 
ceeded to  show  that  even  under  the  pres- 
sure of  existing  difficulties  the  sugar  cul- 
tivation was  in  a  process  of  improvement. 
In  British  Guiana  he  found  that,  in  the  first 
six  months  of  1848,  the  quantity  of  sugar 
exported  was  21,528  hhda.;  and,  in  1847, 
for  the  corresponding  period  it  was  only 
19,120  hhds. ;  showing  an  increase  of 
2,408  hhds.;  that  the  export  of  rum  for 
the  first  half  of  the  year  1848  was  11,653 
puncheons,  while  for  the  similar  period  of 
1847  it  amounted  only  to  7,266 ;  showing 
an  increase  of  4,387.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  exports  of  molasses  in  1848  were 
4,167  casks ;  and  in  1847,  6,552  casks  ; 
a  diminution  of  2,385  casks,  or  more  than 
one-third.  Now,  when  it  was  considered 
that  the  quantity  of  molasses  depended 
upon  the  imperfection  in  the  process  of 
the  manufacture  of  sugar,  the  diminution 
of  the  export  of  the  refuse  article  showed 
an  improvement  in  the  mode  of  manufac- 
turing the  sugar.  There  was,  therefore, 
an  increase  during  the  first  six  months  of 
the  year  1848  over  the  first  six  months  of 
184/  in  the  export  of  rum  and  sugar,  the 
manufactured  article,  and  a  decrease  in 
that  of  molasses,  the  refuse  article.  In 
Trinidad,  Lord  Harris,  in  his  despatch, 
dated  the  19th.  of  June,  1848,  said,  **  Mat- 
ters are  now  as  nearly  as  possible  at  their 
worst ;  artificial  assistance  will  do  little  or 
nothing.  Those  who  have  energy  may 
still  continue  to  cultivate  the  soil;  by  im- 
provements, by  advances  in  scientific  cul- 
tivation, or  by  economy,  I  believe  they 
may  still  succeed.  The  number  of  acres 
in  cultivation  will  bo  less,  the  crop  will 
diminish  in  quantity,  but  it  will  not  be  the 
less  lucrative;  I  believe  more  so,  and  a 
natural  state  of  things  to  producers,  which 
will  place  matters  upon  a  more  wholesome 
footing."     But  there  were  already  hopes 


Lord  Harris  said— "Up  to  July,  1847, 
very  great  facility  generally  existed  in 
procuring  both  money  and  bills,  but  neither 
a  cheap  nor  good  sugar  was  the  result;  on 
the  contrary,  it  is  notorious  that  now,  for 
the  first  time,  will  the  character  of  Tri- 
nidad sugar  change  in  the  estimation  of 
English  buyers,  as  a  very  great  improve- 
ment has  taken  place."  This  was  the 
20th  of  June,  1848.  In  Antigua,  Go- 
vernor Higginson  wrote  (June,  1848),  that 
there  were  glimmerings  of  returning  con- 
fidence; that  wages  had  fallen  from  Is,  lOdf. 
to  6(2.  a  day;  and  he  said,  **  The  prevail- 
ing opinion  here  undoubtedly  is,  that  unless 
free- labour  produce  be  protected,  the  ma- 
jority of  estates  must  be  abandoned;  but  I 
incline  to  believe  that  the  worst  has  passed. " 
He  trusted  that  he  had  proved  that  the  old 
protective  system  was  essentially  an  un- 
sound one;  and  although  the  return  to  a 
better  and  a  healthier  state  of  things  might 
be  attended,  and  unfortunately  was  attend- 
ed, with  no  small  pressure  and  distress — 
still  he  believed  that  that  change  bore  in  it 
the  seeds  of  prosperity,  and  well-grounded 
hope  for  the  future.  But  if  this  was  his 
opinion,  he  might  be  asked  on  what  grounds 
he  justified  the  Bill,  the  second  reading  of 
which  he  had  now  to  move  ?  The  object  of 
that  Bill  was  to  extend  to  a  longer  period, 
and  grant  to  a  greater  extent,  the  protec- 
tion and  privileges  accorded  by  the  Bill  of 
1846  to  the  British  sugar-growing  colonies; 
and  the  grounds  on  which  he  thought  such 
a  measure  justifiable  were  these  : — In  the 
first  place  there  existed  amongst  the  sugar 
growers  a  panic,  which,  if  not  checked, 
must  lead  to  the  most  disastrous  results. 
His  own  opinion  was,  that  this  panic  was  a 
groundless  one;  but  the  planters  had  been 
so  long  taught  to  rely  on  protection,  that 
he  could  not  be  surprised  at  their  consider- 
ing the  withdrawal  of  that  protection  as 
equivalent  to  ruin.  Under  the  influence, 
then,  of  this  panic,  it  was  probable  that  the 
planters  would  have  adopted  a  course  which 
must  inevitably  have  led  to  great  injury, 
not  only  to  themselves,  but  to  the  empire. 
They  would,  if  something  were  not  done, 
in  air  probability  have  abandoned  their  es- 
tates, and  discontinued  a  species  of  culti- 
vation which  could  not  be  resumed  except 
at  an  immense  sacrifice  of  capital.  But, 
besides,  it  was  now  confessed  on  all  hands, 
that  the  amount  of  advantage  intended  by 
the  Act  of  1846  to  be  conferred  on  the 
colonists,  had  not,  as  yet,  been  fully  or 
practically  realised.     These  circumstances 
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West  Indies.  The  principal  provision  of 
the  present  Bill  was  this  : — there  was  to 
be  interposed  between  the  duties  on  white 
clayed  muscovado,  another  rate  applicable 
to  brown  clayed,  and  that  was  the  duty 
which  would  be  paid  by  the  majority  of 
foreign  sugars  introduced  into  this  country. 
The  ifieasure,  while  it  conferred  consider- 
able advantages  upon  the  British  producer, 
he  felt  confident,  would  not  hate  an  injuri- 
ous effect  upon  the  revenue.  Among  the 
measures  introduced  for  the  benefit  of  the 
planter,  were  the  reduction  of  the  differen- 
tial duty  upon  rum,  and  a  loan  of  500,000Z. 
He  could  have  wished  that  this  sum  were 
larger,  but  the  financial  difficulties  of  this 
country  rendered  the  grant  of  a  larger  sum 
an  impossibility.  Had  they  attempted  more, 
they  would  have  effected  less.  They  were 
not  true  friends  of  the  colonies,  who  repre- 
sented the  Government  of  this  country  as 
slow  to  sympathise  in  their  difficulties,  and 
as  unwilling  to  assist  them.  He  was  con- 
vinced, had  they  returned  to  the  system  of 
protection,  that  they  would  also  have  re- 
turned to  all  those  evils  which  had  grown 
up  under  that  system.  They  would  have 
raised  the  price  of  labour,  and  they  would 
have  raised  hopes  which  could  not  have 
been  realised.  He  earnestly  hoped  that 
these  measures  would  be  accepted  in  the 
same  spirit  as  they  were  brought  forward, 
and  that  the  colonists  would  not  be  led 
astray  by  the  evil  advice  of  those  who 
would  teach  them  to  suppose  that  Her 
Majesty's  Govcniment  were  not  as  deeply 
interested  in  endeavouring  to  relieve  them 
and  to  promote  their  permanent  prosperity 
as  any  other  party  in  the  kingdom.  If  he 
could  have  been  really  persuaded  that  a 
system  of  protection  would  have  been  for 
their  permanent  advantage,  notwithstand- 
ing the  heavy  expense  which  it  would  have 
entailed  upon  the  country — notwithstand- 
ing that  it  would  have  been  so  much  at 
variance  with  the  opinions  which  he  had 
maintained  ever  since  he  entered  Parlia- 
ment— ^he  would  have  advocated  its  adop- 
tion. It  appeared  to  him  that  a  system  of 
protection  would  have  been  even  more  fatal 
to  the  planter  than  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  this  country.  The  colonists  should  look 
for  their  ultimate  and  permanent  prospects, 
not  to  Parliaments  or  to  Governments,  but 
to  their  own  industry  and  enterprise;  if 
they  relied  upon  themselves,  he  had  no 
doubt  of  their  ultimate  triumph  over  the 
difficulties  which  now  surrounded  them. 
In  conclusion,  he  could  not  help  pointing 
out  how  seriously  their  difficulties  and  dan- 


gers would  be  augmented,  should  they  listen 
to  the  evil  advice  proffered  to  them  from 
some  quarters;  of  having  recourse  to  vio- 
lence and  rash  proceedings,  in  the  vain 
hope  of  inducing  Parliament  to  alter  that 
policy  which,  in  its  deliberate  wisdom,  it 
had  determined  to  adopt.  Agitation  in  the 
colonies  upon  the  question  of  a  return  to 
the  system  of  protection  might  have  a 
powerful  effect  in  discouraging  further  in- 
flux of  capital,  and  in  keeping  up  the  alarm 
and  uneasiness  which  had  already  been  ex- 
cited in  some  places;  but  they  must  be  blind 
observers  of  passing  events  and  of  the  steady 
current  of  public  opinion  in  this  country 
who  believed  that  such  proceedings  would 
have  the  hoped-for  effect  of  inducing  the 
Legislature  to  alter  the  policy  which,  in 
this  respect,  it  had  adopted.  To  that  po- 
licy he  was  convinced  the  great  majority 
of  this  country  were  irrevocably  pledged. 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving,  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  REDESDALE  :  If  the  Govern- 
ment  desired  to  retain  the  colonies  in  the 
bonds  of  loyalty  aud  affection,  they  should 
impress  upon  their  minds  that  they  were 
legislated  for  with  a  deep  feeling  for  their 
true  interests.  This  was  the  only  course 
which  should  be  pursued,  and  in  observing 
this  he  could  not  help  regretting  the  con- 
cluding observations  of  the  noble  Earl,  as 
he  thought  it  was  rather  heartless  to  allude 
to  the  miseries  and  sufferings  of  the  colo- 
nists in  the  manner  he  had  done,  especially 
as  they  sprung  from  the  policy  of  the  pre- 
sent Ministry.  He  did  not  like  the  system 
adopted  for  the  relief  of  the  West  Indies. 
Instead  of  advancing  them  half  a  million  of 
money,  which  would  never  be  repaid,  it 
would  have  been  much  better  to  have  given 
them  protection  by  increasing  the  duty, 
thereby  benefiting  the  revenue  of  this 
country.  He  blamed  the  Government  for 
having  lost  three  weeks  of  the  Session  by 
the  blunders  which  pervaded  the  Bill;  and 
he  considered  that  due  courtesy  was  not 
shown  to  the  House  of  Lords  in  intro- 
ducing a  measure  of  so  much  importance 
at  such  a  late  period.  It  had  been  too 
much  the  custom  latterly  to  do  so,  and  he 
therefore  protested  against  it.  He  would 
not  oppose  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  :  The  Bill 
had  been  introduced  at  a  late  period,  in 
consequence  of  the  sitting  of  the  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and 
the  protracted  nature  of  the  debates  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  When  they 
remembered  the  general  commercial  dis- 
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tress  which  prevailed,  they  could  not  won- 
der that  the  manufacture  of  sugar,  a  com- 
modity of  such  a  variable  character,  should 
also  suffer. 

Lord  DENMAN  wished  to  express  the 
reasons  for  that  fiatisfaction  which  he  felt 
that  this  Bill  had  been  introduced  to  the 
Legislature  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  principal  was,  because  it  was  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  Act  which,  two 
years  ago,  he  thought  it  was  most  dis- 
graceful to  this  country  to  have  passed. 
That  Act,  said  to  be  based  on  **  the  just 
and  eternal  principles  of  free  trade,"  an- 
nounced as  the  final  settlement  of  an  em- 
barrassing question,  had  enjoyed  an  eter- 
nity of  two  years  and  seven  days,  and  was 
now  repealed  by  its  authors.  That  Act 
had  proceeded  on  non-protection  by  dif- 
ferential duties:  this  Bill  revived  and 
prolonged  protection.  This  Bill  was, 
therefore,  the  proof  that  the  Act  of  1846 
had  failed — except,  indeed,  in  one  effect, 
predicted  by  those  who  opposed  it,  the 
increased  stimulus  and  encouragement  af- 
forded to  the  traffic  in  our  fellow-creatures 
— an  effect  produced  by  the  increased  de- 
mand for  slaves;  by  the  increased  activity 
of  the  traders  who  provided  the  market; 
and  still  more  fatally  by  the  opinion  it  had 
caused  amongst  the  nations  of  the  world, 
that  England  had  grown  indifferent  on  the 
subject  of  that  detestable  traffic.  Ho  was 
happy  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lords,  that 
hopes  were  still  entertained  that  our  colonies 
might  recover  their  prosperity.  But  he 
was  perfectly  confident  that  could  only  be 
by  means  of  the  extinction  of  the  slave 
trade ;  and  whoever  would  calmly  con- 
sider the  evidence  which  had  been  given 
by  the  most  reluctant  witness  on  that  sub- 
ject, would  be  convinced  that  that  was  the 
case.  He  rejoiced  that  the  observations 
which  he  had  addressed  to  the  House  a 
few  evenings  back,  had  attracted  some 
portion  of  the  public  attention,  for  if  the 
mind  of  the  people  of  England  were  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  subject,  and  if  inquiries 
were  pursued  by  enlightened  men  who 
formed  the  public  opinion,  who  were  anx- 
'  ions  to  obtain  the  truth,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  slave  trade  would 
be  speedily  extinguished.  And  the  ques- 
tion was  not  only  of  vital  importance  to 
the  general  interests,  but  it  pressed  for 
immediate  decision,  and  an  effectual  re- 
medy. The  supply  of  slaves  could  not 
be  less  than  200  men  a  day;  and  every 
day  that  this  consummation  was  de- 
layed, 200  men  were  exposed  to  all  the 
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iniquities  and  cruel  practices  which  are  in- 
separable from  slavetrading.  His  obser-^ 
vations  had  been  ascribed  to  a  personal 
interest  in  this  matter,  because  one  who 
was  very  dear  to  him  was  actively  em- 
ployed in  its  suppression.  That  circum- 
stance had  not,  however,  the  slightest  in- 
fluence on  his  opinions,  formed  and  ma- 
tured as  they  had  been  long  before  the 
birth  of  that  individual.  The  professional 
reputation,  too,  of  that  officer,  though  con- 
nected with  his  proceedings  on  the  coast 
of  Africa,  rested  on  the  past,  and  was 
wholly  independent  of  the  measures  to 
be  adopted  by  Parliament ;  and  he  be- 
lieved he  might  safely  leave  his  repu- 
tation to  take  care  of  itself.  It  had  been 
said  of  himself,  with  the  same  view,  that 
he  was  a  leading  Member  of  the  Anti- 
Slavery  Society.  It  so  happened  that  he 
never  was  a  member  of  the  Anti- Slavery 
Society ;  he  never  even  subscribed  to  it, 
he  never  attended  their  councils.  He  should 
be  proud  to  boast  of  that  association  if  it 
had  existed,  but  other  duties  rendered  it 
impossible.  These  trifling  errors,  in  re- 
spect to  himself,  were  followed  up  by  a 
very  formidable  attack  (said  the  noble 
Lord)  made  by  a  newspaper  of  high  re- 
putation and  great  name,  and  which  is 
supposed  to  have  lately  passed  into  the 
care  of  a  noble  Earl,  a  person  of  great  and 
high  talents  and  attainments,  and  con- 
nected with  a  still  more  important  person- 
age. The  noble  Earl  was  also  a  Member 
of  the  Committee  which  inquired  into  the 
slave  trade;  and  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  are  in  some  degree  disclosed 
in  the  same  article.  It  is  in  the  Morning 
Chronicle  of  the  24th»  Therefore  I  feel 
anxious  as  to  what  your  Lordships  may 
think  of  this.  I  am  accused  of  injustice  and 
illiberality,  under  the  mask  of  justice  and 
humanity,  and  even  of  calumny.  Calumny 
is  a  strong  word  ;  but  I  do  not  complain  of 
it,  for  I  perceive  the  sense  in  which  it  it 
used  by  the  writer.  The  calumny  is,  not 
that  I  stated  anything  untruly,  but  that  I 
made  strong  observations  on  the  evidence 
of  a  party  who  stated  himself  to  have 
been  a  slavetrader.  If  I  had  incorrectly 
charged  Dr.  Cliffe  with  being  a  slave- 
trader,  I  should  plead  guilty  to  uttering 
the  worst  of  calumnies;  but  when  he  him- 
self confesses,  or  rather  boasts,  that  ho  has 
been  a  slavetrader,  the  character  affixed 
to  that  crime  is  not  affixed  by  me  but  by 
the  law.  The  law  of  England  proclaims 
him  a  pirate,  a  robber,  and  a  felon.  So 
does  the  law  of.  America,  where  ho  waa 
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born ;  bo  do  the  public  acts  of  the 
Brazilian  empire,  where  he  is  domiciled. 
But  this  newspaper,  bj  whomsoever  edited 
or  supervised,  thinks  proper  to  make  the 
defence  of  this  gentleman.  They  state 
that  he  is  a  most  honourable  man ;  that 
this  honourable  man  has  been  a  slave- 
trader,  he  and  his  eulogist  admit;  but  he 
adds,  that  ho  has  ceased  to  be  such.  On 
no  uncommon  principle  of  deciding  on  the 
credibility  of  evidence,  respecting  the  wit- 
ness himself,  I  believe  what  he  confesses; 
but  I  do  not  believe  what  ho  states  in  his 
own  favour.  I  believe  that  he  continues 
to  be  a  slavetrader,  because  his  evidence 
is  plainly  calculated  to  promote  the  gain  of 
slavetraders.  I  do  not  believe  that  lie  has 
ceased  to  be  one.  He  expresses  that  he  is  still 
a  slaveowner  ;  and  what  reason  do  your 
Lordships  imagine  that  he  offers  for  giving 
up  his  trade  ?  Why,  he  abstained  from 
motives  of  humanity,  because  he  was  so 
shocked  at  the  horrors  which  were  com- 
mitted, that  his  delicate  nerves  would  no 
longer  allow  him  to  proceed  in  it.  These 
horrors,  however,  he  takes  care  to  impute, 
not  to  his  brother  slavetraders,  or  him- 
self, who  were  the  persons  practising  them, 
but  to  our  squadron,  in  the  attempt  to 
suppress  their  iniquity.  Is  it  impossible, 
if  ho  left  the  trade,  that  our  squadron  drew 
him  from  it  ?  Have  I  no  right  to  examine 
the  history  of  a  witness  who  comes  to  offer 
Toluntary  evidence  before  a  Committee,  as 
to  his  former  conduct?  Am  I  not  to 
judge  from  his  own  story  whether  he  is 
entitled  to  be  believed?  He  declines  on 
two  or  three  occasions  to  enter  into  parti- 
culars which  the  Committee  ask.  He  says, 
if  I  were  to  tell  you,  I  should  lead  an  un- 
comfortable life  in  the  country  to  which  I 
am  going;  if  I  wero  to  let  out  the  informa- 
tion I  possess,  you  would  spend  more  money 
in  your  vain  efforts  to  put  down  the 
slave  trade.  He  tells  no  fact  which  it  is 
useful  to  know,  and  merely  repeats  the 
opinion  that  we  cannot  suppress  his  trade. 
I  am  asked,  in  the  same  article — would 
you  not,  as  a  Judge,  hear  the  evidence  of 
a  person  who  has  ceased  to  be  a  thief?  I 
would  hear  the  evidence  of  any  man,  whe- 
ther ho  had  conquered  his  thievish  propen- 
sities or  not;  but  if,  instead  of  stating  facts, 
he  offered  counsel  how  I  should  suppress 
crimes  in  which  he  had  himself  been  en- 
gaged, and  he  should  advise  me  to  let 
them  be  carried  on  to  any  extent  to  which 
high  profits  would  tempt,  I  should  know 
whether  I  was  dealing  with  one  who  had 
those  profits  in  his  eye.    My  noble  and 


learned  Friend,  who  is  absent  (Lord 
Brougham),  is  violently  attacked  in  this 
newspaper  for  having  called  this  witness 
the  pet  and  darling  witness  of  the  Com- 
mittee. My  noble  Friend  (Lord  Eddis- 
bury)  who,  when  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, was  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
knows  that  a  great  many  questions  put  in 
the  report  are  more  instructive  than  the  an- 
swers ;  many  of  them  proposed  to  Dr. 
Cliffe,  betoken  a  remarkable  degree  of  fa- 
vour to  his  opinions;  and  nearly  all  his  an- 
swers are  in  a  tone  which  argues  confi- 
dence in  the  partiality  or  credulity  of  those 
to  whom  they  were  given.  Another  proof 
that  this  gentleman  was  the  pet  and  dar- 
ling witness,  was  stated  by  Lord  Brougham, 
though  not  perhaps  reported,  that  after 
a  British  officer  had  declared  his  opinion, 
this  person  was  called  upon  to  confirm 
it  by  his  sanction.  The  officer's  opinion 
had  been  unfavourable  to  the  means  em- 
ployed for  suppressing  the  slave  trade;  and 
the  quondam  slavetrader  was  asked  by  an 
hen.  Member  of  the  Committee  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) to  sanction  that  opinion  as  common 
sense  and  practical  wisdom,  and  opposed 
to  wild  theory — that  opinion,  by  the  way, 
being  a  speculation  on  what  had  not 
taken  place,  and  the  wild  theory  being 
a  description  of  conduct  which  had 
succeeded  in  crippling  the  slave  trade. 
Another  proof  of  the  favour  lavished  on 
this  witness,  was,  that  a  paper  of  small 
print  but  great  length,  handed  in  by  him 
as  supplementary  to  his  evidence,  was 
printed  twice  over  in  the  report  of  the 
Committee,  which  had  refused  to  British 
officers  the  opportunity  of  correcting  some 
mistakes  which  had  arisen  in  reporting 
their  statements.  To  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  now  absent,  these  observations  are 
due.  And  it  is  due  to  both  of  us  to  de- 
clare that  our  observations  on  this  witness 
were  prompted  by  no  personal  feeling  to- 
wards him,  but  solely  by  the  fear  that 
his  evidence  might  so  influence  the  Com- 
mittee as  to  cause  unutterable  misery  to 
millions  of  our  innocent  fellow-creatures. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  then  made 
some  further  comments  on  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee.  Doubts  had 
been  raised  whether  the  slave  trade  was 
piracy.  If  not  piracy,  it  was  a  still  more 
atrocious  and  infamous  crime ;  and  he 
thought  one  simple  consideration  proved 
it,  for  the  great  evil  of  piracy  was  the 
perpetual  danger  to  life  and  limb,  from 
personal  conflicts.  But  that  danger  and 
those  conflicts  were  the  constant  oompan- 
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ions,  nay,  the  daily  practices,  and  the  di- 
rect object  of  the  slavetrader.  It  was 
needless,  however,  to  heap  reproaches  on 
the  trade;  all  men  in  this  country  write 
and  vie  with  each  other  in  inveighing 
against  the  **  accursed  traific — diabolical 
trade" — familiar  designations,  as  glibly  re- 
peated as  the  courteous  epithets  applied  by 
Members  of  either  House  of  Parliament 
to  each  other.  All  admit  that  it  is  a  nui- 
sance to  be  put  down;  but  how  ?  Those 
just  invectives  will  not  put  it  down.  The 
only  other  mode,  complacently  suggested, 
he  understood,  by  high  authority,  was  to 
make  it,  by  its  excesses,  work  its  own 
cure.  Within  what  time  is  this  operation 
expected  to  succeed  ?  In  ten  years,  or 
SIX,  or  ^yo  ? — the  longest  of  these  limits 
is  less  than  the  most  sanguine  have  ven- 
tured to  fix.  But  even  for  the  shortest, 
Africa  is  to  go  on  enduring,  and  Europe  to- 
lerating, this  most  enormous  of  evils,  with 
increased  and  accumulated  aggravations. 
And  by  what  means  is  success  to  be  at- 
tained ?  The  means  thus  coolly  contem- 
plated are  insurrections  of  the  slave,  and 
the  massacre  of  the  masters  !  The  indul- 
gence of  all  the  worst  passions,  exaspe- 
rated by  the  sense  of  the  most  hideous 
wrongs  !  Insurrection  would  most  proba- 
bly be  vanquished  by  the  superior  powers 
of  civilised  men,  and  oppression  become 
more  grievous.  If  it  succeeded,  are  we 
sure  the  slave  trade  would  be  extinguished  ? 
The  insurgent  negro,  if  triumphant,  might 
be  tempted  to  the  same  career  which  had 
conferred  wealth  and  power  upon  his 
master,  and  the  slave  trade,  in  savage 
hands,  rage  more  fierce  and  bloody  than 
ever  before,  for  all  time,  and  over  a  bound- 
less region.  He  would  now  contend, 
that  if  all  regard  to  justice  and  humanity 
were  to  be  cast  aside — if  man  was  merely 
a  money-making  animal — and  if  the  prin- 
ciples of  free  trade  could  be  consistently 
invoked  for  the  protection  of  slavetrading, 
prudence  itself  would  enjoin  us  to  perse- 
vere in  our  resolution  to  suppress  that 
traffic.  The  great  practical  argument 
against  this  course  is,  that  the  Brazilian 
slavetrader  may  bid  us  defiance,  and  se- 
cure success  to  his  adventures  in  our  de- 
spite. But  if  he  does  so,  his  piratical 
force  will  sweep  those  seas,  and  soon  place 
all  the  trade  of  the  world  in  that  quarter 
at  his  mercy.  With  no  more  respect  for  the 
white  merchant's  bales  than  for  the  bodies 
of  the  negroes,  he  has  often  turned  pirate 
in  the  more  ordinary  sense,  and  has  even 


dared  to  fire  into  an  English  man-of-war; 
while,  on  the  opposite  coast  of  Africa,  he 
has  annoyed  those  of  our  countrymen  who 
carry  on  a  legitimate  trade  with  that  vast 
and  fertile  continent,  has  burned  their  fac- 
tories, and  baffled  their  commercial  opera- 
tions. This  branch  of  the  subject  has 
hitherto  been  little  touched,  but  is  full  of 
instruction.  The  evidence  of  Mr.  Hutton 
before  the  Committee  is  especiaUy  deserv- 
ing of  notice.  And  obviously,  the  maraud- 
ing of  the  slavers  off  the  two  coasts  may 
soon  require  a  much  more  expensive  arma- 
ment than  the  squadron  now  engaged  in 
the  gradual  diminution  and  final  extinc- 
tion of  the  traffic.  These  remarks  he  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, because  the  Bill,  though  proper,  as 
far  as  it  went,  in  providing  protection  for 
the  colonies,  fell  lamentably  short  of  the 
requirements  of  the  case.  They  could  only 
flourish  by  destroying  the  felonious  compe- 
tition which  now  prevailed  over  them. 
How  was  this  trade  to  be  put  down? 
They  all  called  it  accursed  ;  they  all 
said  it  was  atrocious.  What,  then,  was 
it  they  were  to  look  at?  They  were 
to  look  at  the  next  six  or  eight  years, 
when  there  would  be  a  great  glut,  a 
great  demand  for  slaves,  and  subsequently 
an  insurrection  of  those  slaves,  and  a  mas- 
sacre of  all  the  white  proprietors.  Who 
could  contemplate  that  without  horror  ? 
After  all,  would  it  abolish  slavery?  The 
slaves  consisted  of  various  nations,  and 
were  often  in  a  state  of  absolute  hostility 
to  one  another.  The  massacre  would  not 
be  confined  to  the  whites  ;  it  would  be  the 
destruction  of  all.  He  requested  a  most 
attentive  perusal  of  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Committee,  particularly  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Hutton,  who  showed  what  the 
conduct  of  the  slavetrader  was.  When 
the  slave  trade  was  got  rid  of,  legitimate 
trade  would  flourish.  It  was  clear  that 
the  slave  trade  was  the  thing  to  be  uproot- 
ed ;  and  until  it  was  uprooted  there  would 
be  no  prosperity  in  the  colonies. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  arguments  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill  were  somewhat  transposed 
from  their  natural  position.  He  was  no 
protectionist;  he  rejoiced  most  sincerely 
that  these  restrictions  had  been  removed; 
but  for  that,  he  feared  to  think  what  their 
position  might  have  been.  Another  ques- 
tion, however,  ought  to  enter  into  their 
consideration;  he  meant,  the  element  of 
the  slave  trade.  Throughout  the  whole 
U2 
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course  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl,  he 
had  scarcely  alluded  to  this.  If  he. wished 
the  system  of  protection  to  be  continued  to 
the  West  Indian  colonies,  it  would  not  have 
been  on  the  abstract  theory  that  protection 
was  the  right  system  generally,  but  tliat 
we  should  constantly  endeavour  to  exter- 
minate by  every  means,  direct  and  indirect, 
the  slave  trade.  The  whole  argument  had 
been  to  prove  that  this  measure  would  be 
an  advantage  to  the  Weaf  .Indian  colonies. 
He  asked  his  noble  Friend,  had  it  been  any 
foregone  opinion  that  the  system  of  pro- 
tection, abstractedly  was  bad  for  our  colo- 
nies, that  had  led. to  the  adoption  of  this 
system  ?  Had  it  not  been  a  desire  to  have 
our  sugar  cheaper  at  as  little  loss  as  we 
could  to  our  own  income  ?  That  had  been 
the  object  of  our  policy;  and  after  we  had 
determined  to  get  our  sugar  cheaper,  we 
turned  round  and  said,  it  will  do  you  no 
harm;  we  will  take  our  sugar  from  the 
slaveholders;  we  hope  you  can  compete 
with, them.  He  hoped  they  might.  He 
oould  not  agree  with  one  sentence  of  the 
noble  Earl,  when  with  a  solemn  face  he 
addressed  the  West  Indians,  and  said,  you 
must  labour  for  yourselves;  we  can  afford 
no  more  protection.  If  they  succeeded  in 
maintaining  their  place  in  the  world  as 
sugar-producing  colonies,  they  owed  no 
thanks  to  us. 

Earl  ST.  VINCENT  contended  that 
free  labour  could  never  compete  with  slave 
labour.  Believing  this  principle,  he  re- 
garded with  considerable  jealousy  any  mea- 
sure which  sanctioned  the  introduction  of 
slave-grown  sugar  into  the  markets  of  this 
country. 

Earl  GREY  replied. 

Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 
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Clergy  and  Laity  of  Ireland,  in  favour  of  the  Present 
System  of  Education  (Ireland).— From  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  the  Clones  Union,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  Law  (Ireland). — By  Mr.  BroUicrton,  from  the 
Botrd  of  Guardians  of  the  Salford  Union,  Lancashire, 


agi^nst  the  Poor  Removal  (England  and  Scotland)  BilL— 
By  Colonel  Sihthorp,  fh>m  the  Trustees  and  Managers 
of  the  Lincoln  Savings  Bank,  against  the  Savings  Banks 
Bill. 

THE  WEST    INDIA  COLONIES   AND 
MAURITIUS  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
Second  Time, 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  would  intreat  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  take  fuller 
powers — which  he  need  not  exercise  if  he 
should  hereafter  find  it  expedient  to  do  so 
— extending  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  so 
as  to  enable  him  to  make  advances  on  the 
coming  crops  in  the  colonies.  This  would 
confer  a  great  benefit  under  the  present 
circumstances  of  pressure.  He  thought 
the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  need  not 
be  ashamed  to  follow  the  example  of  Mr. 
Pitt,  who  in  a  time  of  difficulty  advanced 
5,000,000Z.  sterling  on  the  credit  of  the 
four  great  manufactures  of  this  country; 
thereby  saving  the  manufacturers  without 
the  cost  of  one  shilling  to  the  revenue. 
Unless  such  aid  as  he  now  asked  for  were 
afforded  to  the  colonies,  he  feared  the  plan- 
tations might  be  abandoned;  and  then  the 
price  of  sugar  would  rise  in  consequence  of 
the  deficient  supply  of  the  article.  If, 
added  to  this,  a  revolt  should  take  place 
among  the  slaves  of  Cuba  and  other  fo- 
reign settlements,  the  price  of  sugar  would 
be  higher  than  it  ever  had  been  before  in 
this  country;  and  then  what  would  become 
of  the  revenue,  the  consumption  of  sugar 
being  necessarily  reduced  by  the  high 
price  ?  He  pressed  upon  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  take  his  suggestion  into 
consideration. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  not  insensible  to  the  weight  of 
the  noble  Lord*s  suggestion,  although  ho 
did  not  anticipate  such  a  result  in  our  co- 
lonies as  the  noble  Lord  had  adverted  to. 
Upon  the  whole,  the  course  pursued  by  tho 
Government  was,  he  thought,  best  calcu- 
lated to  promote  the  permanent  interests 
of  the  colonies;  and,  indeed,  the  words 
standing  in  the  Bill,  or  very  nearly  those 
words,  had  been  adopted  at  the  suggestion 
of  an  hou.  Gentleman,  after  a  communica- 
tion with  the  West  Indian  body.  The  Bill 
drew  a  distinction  between  the  cultivation 
of  private  estates  and  objects  which  were 
of  a  more  general  or  public  benefit,  such 
as  road  making,  drainage,  «kc.,  and  pro- 
posed to  assist  the  latter;  and  he  must  ob- 
serve, that  the  amount  of  capital  not 
drawn  from  private  individuals  for  these 
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latter  objects  would  of  course  be  available 
for  tbe  purpose  indicated  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  HUME  observed,  that  the  West 
India  colonists  had  almost  abandoned  hope. 
The  Colonial  Office,  instead  of  leaving  the 
colonists  to  their  own  self-government,  in- 
terfered in  the  most  trifling  matters.  At 
St.  Lucia,  for  instance,  a  quarrel  had  re- 
cently taken  place  between  Judge  Reddie 
and  Colonel  Torrens  with  regard  to  some 
letters,  assailing  the  character  of  the  Bi- 
shop of  Barbadoes.  Earl  Grey  had  direct- 
ed that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted,  the 
result  of  which  was  that  Judge  Reddie, 
who  had  been  suspended,  was  restored  to 
his  office;  but  he  (Mr.  Hume)  complained 
that  Earl  Grey  had  directed  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  inquiry  should  be  paid  out 
of  the  colonial  funds,  while,  as  the  quarrel 
was  of  a  merely  personal  nature,  the  ex- 
penses of  the  investigation  ought  to  have 
been  borne  by  the  parties  immediately  con- 
cerned. He  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
colony  of  Guiana  would  refuse  to  vote  any 
more  money  for  the  public  establishments. 
The  taxation  of  that  colony,  for  the  year 
before  last,  amounted  to  one-third  of  the 
value  of  the  colonial  produce,  and  it  was 
not  to  be  expected  that  such  a  state  of 
things  could  continue. 

Mb.  BARCLAY  recommended  that  the 
grant  proposed  to  be  made  under  this  Bill 
should  not  be  placed  at  the  control  of  the 
colonial  legislatures,  for  if  that  were  the 
case,  the  money  might  probably  be  misap- 
plied, and  appropriated  to  jobbing  pur- 
poses. He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  give  an  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
In  Jamaica  the  public  officers  had  not  re- 
ceived their  last  quarter's  salary,  and  he 
believed  the  same  was  the  case  in  other 
colonies.  In  his  opinion  the  colonists, 
when  they  received  further  intelligence 
from  this  country,  would  be  still  more  in- 
disposed to  vote  the  supplies. 

Major  BLACK  ALL  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  to  the  condition  of  the  island  of 
Ceylon,  to  which  this  Bill  did  not  apply. 
He  believed  that  if  better  facilities  of  com- 
munication were  afforded  in  Ceylon,  by  the 
construction  of  roads  and  railways,  it  might 
be  restored  to  the  state  of  prosperity  which 
it  had  attained  some  years  ago. 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,  this  loan  was  to  be 
devoted  entirely  to  the  sugar-producing 
colonies,  upon  which  great  difficulties  had 
been  entailed  bj  the  measure  of  negro 


emancipation.  He  was  ready  to  admit 
that  the  establishment  of  good  roads,  and 
especially  of  railway  communication,  would 
be  of  great  advantage  to  Ceylon.  He  had 
been  informed  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
present  defective  system  of  communication, 
the  cost  of  rice,  which  formed  the  principal 
food  of  the  people,  was  enhanced  to  double 
or  treble  the  original  price  of  the  article. 
Lord  Torrington,  the  present  Governor  of 
Ceylon,  had  however  very  recently  trans- 
mitted to  this  country  a  road  ordinance, 
which  had  been  framed  with  great  care, 
and  which  he  believed  was  calculated  ma- 
terially to  benefit  the  island.  With  regard 
to  the  occurrences  at  St.  Lucia  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  re- 
ferred, the  whole  of  the  papers  relating  to 
the  subject  had  been  laid  upon  the  table, 
and  he  would  recommend  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Hume)  to  peruse  those  documents 
before  he  again  brought  the  matter  under 
the  notice  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Barclay)  had' expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  distribution  of  the  loan 
to  be  advanced  under  this  Bill  should  not 
be  confided  to  the  colonial  legislatures; 
but  he  begged  to  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  although  the  money  would 
be  distributed  under  the  direction  of  the 
colonial  legislatures,  the  purposes  to 
which  it  was  to  be  applied  were  expressly 
defined  in  the  Bill,  and  were  all  of  a  public 
nature.  With  respect  to  the  course  Her 
Majesty's  Government  might  take  if  Ja- 
maica or  Guiana  should  refuse  to  defray 
the  expense  of  the  public  establishments, 
he  would  only  say,  **  Sufficient  for  the  day 
is  the  evil  thereof."  If  such  a  state  of 
things  should  arise,  it  would  then  be  for 
the  Government  to  determine  how  they 
should  net  towards  those  who  might  have 
a  fair  claim  upon  the  attentipn  and  justice 
of  the  mother  country.  If  the  colonists 
considered  that  a  reduction  of  public  ex- 
penditure was  necessary,  and  if  they  calmly 
and  fairly  weighed  the  just  claims  of  in- 
dividuals and  the  interests  of  the  colonies, 
he  was  satisfied  that  there  would  be  no  ob- 
jection on  the  part  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Colonial  Secretary  to  a  just  and  well-con- 
sidered scheme  of  economy.  He  thought 
the  noble  Lord  was  bound  to  oppose  any 
crude  and  sweeping  measures,  which  might 
peril  the  best  interests  of  the  colonies;  but 
he  was  convinced  that  any  well-considered 
scheme  of  improved  administration  or  eco- 
nomy would  meet  with  the  most  cordial 
and  earnest  attention  of  his  noble  Friend. 
With  regard  to  British  Guiana,  he  might 
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observe,  that  the  legislative  system  of  that 
colony  had  frequently  been  under  the  con- 
sideration both  of  the  Governor  of  the 
colony  and  of  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, with  a  view  to  the  improvement  of 
the  system,  which  did  not  at  present  com- 
mand the  confidence  either  of  the  colonists 
or  of  the  people  of  this  country.  He  would 
therefore  demur  to  regarding  any  decision 
of  the  legislative  body  of  that  colony  as 
expressing  the  general  feeling  of  our  colo- 
nists. He  had  the  utmost  confidence  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  the  estab- 
lishment of  free  trade,  and  the  increase  of 
competition,  would  lead  to  a  system  of 
economy  and  improvement  in  cultivation, 
which  would  render  the  existing  capital 
and  labour  employed  in  our  West  Indian 
colonies  far  more  profitable  than  they  had 
hitherto  been.  He  could  assure  the  House 
that  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Colonial  Department  was  most  anxious  to 
adopt  such  measures  as  might  promote 
and  secure  the  present  and  future  prosper- 
ity of  the  colonies.  ^ 

Mr.BERNAL  said,  that  the  civil  lists  for 
the  support  of  the  colonial  establishments 
in  Jamaica  had  been  adopted  when  the 
colonies  were  in  a  state  of  prosperity,  and 
it  could  not  be  expected  that  colonies  on 
the  verge  of  bankruptcy  could  support 
those  establishments. 

Bill  read  second  time. 

SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL. 

On  the  question  that  the  Savings  Banks 
Bill  be  read  a  Second  Time, 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  called  attention 
to  the  report  made  to  the  Government  by 
Mr.  Tidd  Pratt  on  the  affairs  of  certain 
savings  banks  in  Ireland;  the  report  con- 
tained charges  of  fraud,  but  he  was  in- 
formed that  a  portion  of  these  charges 
could  be  distinctly  disproved,  while  for 
others  it  was  denied  that  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt 
had  just  ground  for  his  statements. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  it  would  only  be 
fair  that,  as  Mr.  Pratt's  report  had  been 
published  on  the  one  hand,  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  which  had 
just  reported  on  savings  banks  in  Ireland, 
should  be  made  public  also.  He  was  in- 
cHned  to  think,  that  this  Bill  had  better  be 
limitted  to  the  appointment  of  auditors  to 
audit  the  accounts  and  examine  the  depo- 
sitors' books  periodically,  and  not  extended 
to  the  regulation  of  the  liability  of  trus- 
tees. 

Mr.  G.  CRAIG  reminded  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  Bill  was  framed  upon  the 


unanimous  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  it  had 
struck  him  with  profound  astonishment,  to 
hear  that  the  savings  banks  were  not 
what  in  popular  parlance  was  called  **  as 
good  as  the  bank."  He  should  as  soon 
have  dreamed  of  having  payment  of  his 
dividends  at  the  Bank  of  England  refused, 
because  a  clerk  had  gone  to  America.  On 
the  numerous  occasions  where  he  had  ad- 
vised servants  and  others  in  the  less 
wealthy  classes  to  invest  their  savings  in 
the  savings  banks,  he  would  assuredly 
have  done  no  such  thing  if  he  had  had  the 
slightest  conception  they  had  anything  but 
Government  security  for  their  money.  If 
they  had  not,  the  only  inference  was  that 
they  ought  to  have,  and  the  sooner  it  was . 
set  about  the  better.  Why  did  not  the 
Government  give  them  its  security,  charg- 
ging  for  the  same;  for  it  was  no  economy 
to  tell  the  poor  man  his  banking  should 
be  done  upon  a  cheaper  plan,  but  it  was 
on  condition  he  should  take  the  chance  of 
having  his  money  run  away  with  alto- 
gether. Governments  were  for  no  purpose 
but  doing  for  individuals  what  individuals 
could  not  so  well  do  for  themselves;  and 
therefore  the  matter  must  be  set  at  rest. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

SPIRITS  (DEALERS  IN)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  25,  by  which  it  was  to  be  en- 
acted that  persons  removing  spirits  in  any 
quantity  exceeding  one  gallon  in  any  part 
of  the  united  kingdom,  and  refusing  to  pro- 
duce a  proper  [permit  or  certificate,  might 
be  arrested,  convicted,  and  on  non-pay- 
ment of  a  penalty,  not  exceeding  lOOl,  and 
not  less  than  251.,  imprisoned  for  not  more 
than  six  nor  less  than  three  calendar 
months, 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  punishment  to  be  awarded  un- 
der this  clause  was  monstrous  compared 
with  the  oflbnce. 

Mr.  HUME  moved  that  the  maximum 
penalty  should  not  exceed  100?.,  and  that 
the  magistrates  should  have  power  to  miti- 
gate it  as  they  thought  fit. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  words  **  not  exceeding  "  be  insert- 
ed : — Ayes  33;  Noes  51  :  Majority  18. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Anstcy,  T.  C. 
Barkly,  U. 
Bcutiack,  Lord  G. 


Callaghan,  D. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Cobden,  R. 
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stances  should  bo  given  to  policemen,  of 
whom  there  were  about  14,000  in  the 
country. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  had  understated  his  case; 
for  seizures  might  be  made  not  only  by 
policemen,  but  by  parish  constables,  and 
even  by  special  constables. 

Mr.  henry  DRUMMOND  also  com- 
plained of  the  powers  given  to  policemen 
and  constables,  who  had  not  studied  the 
law  on  these  points,  as  officers  of  Excise 
deemed  it  their  duty  to  do. 

The  Committee  divided  upon  the  ques- 
tion that  the  word  "  no  **  in  the  clause, 
the  omission  of  which  would  have  made 
way  for  Mr.  Hume's  Amendment,  that  in 
all  cases  the  penalty  should  be  mitigated 
by  the  magistrate  to  as  low  an  amount  as 
he  thought  fit,  stand  part  of  the  clause  : 
— Ayes  56;  Noes  31  :  Majority  25, 


Forbos,  W, 
Greene,  J. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Ilardcastic,  J.  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  U.  A. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Koogh,  W. 
Knox,  Col. 
Martin,  J. 
Monsoll,  W. 
Moore,  G.  U. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
0*Connell,  J. 


O'Connoll,  M.  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Salwcy,  Col. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Turner,  E. 
Vyse,  11.  H.  R.  H. 
"Williams,  J. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wodohouse,  £. 

TBLLBRS. 

Hume,  J. 
Duncan,  G. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,T.  N. 
Bellevr,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  U.  F. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
CoUins,  W. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Divett,  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Drummond,  H. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Grcnfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter.  W.  J. 
Heywood,  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Labouchero,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lasoelles,  hon.  W.  S. 


Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lushington,  C. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Matbcson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Parker,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymor,  U.  K. 
Seymour,  Sir  H. 
Shcil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.SirW. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TELLERS. 

TufncU,  U. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


Lord  0.  BENTINCK  said,  that  even 
the  concession  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  power  of  imprisonment  left 
it  in  his  opinion  a  monstrous  punishment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  would  have  no  ohjection  to  make 
the  minimum  of  imprisonment  one  month 
instead  of  three. 

Mr.  HUME  was  not  satisfied  with  the 
way  in  which  the  penalty  stood.  He  would 
therefore  propose  that  the  penalty  should 
in  all  cases  he  mitigated  as  the  magistrate 
should  think  fit. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  would  grant  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  refused  to 
concede,  viz.,  that  instead  of  the  period  of 
imprisonment  at  hard  lahour  heing  not 
more  than  six  months,  and  not  less  than 
one  month,  the  words  **  not  exceeding  six 
fnonths  *'  should  he  inserted. 

Mr.  HUME  considered  it  intolerable 
that  the  power  of  seizure  in  such  circmn- 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abd.T,  T.  N. 

Anson,  hon.  Col. 
•Baring,rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T. 
BeUcw,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Boylo,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
CampbeU.hon.W.  F. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Collins,  W. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F, 
Craig.  W.  G. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Divett,  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Visot. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  H.  W. 
Ilawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Ilonry,  A. 
Ilcywood,  J. 
Uobhousc,  T.  B. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Labouchero,  rt.  hon.  IL 
Langston,  J.  H. 
LasccUes,  hon.  W.  S. 


Lewis,  G.  C. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Parker,  J. 
Pinney.  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rico,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Seymour,  Sir  IL 
Shcil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shclburno,  Earl  of 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,  rt.  hn.  SirW. 
Stanton,  W.  IL 
Talfourd,  Scrj. 
Tcnnent,  R.  J. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Ward.  II.  G. 
Wilson,  J.  I 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TKLLEBS. 

Tufnell,  II. 
Uill,  Urd  M. 


List  of  the  NoK8. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Carew,  W.  II.  P. 
Cobden,  R. 
Currie,  II. 
Drummond,  11. 
Duncan,  G. 
Ewart,  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Ilardcastle,  J.  A. 
Uenloy,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  11.  A. 


Ilood,  Sir  A. 
Kcogh,  W. 
Knox,  Col. 
Monsoll,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell.  M.  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Robinson.  G.  R. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
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Thompson,  Col. 
Williams,  J. 
Willoughby,  Sir  U. 
Wodeliouse,  E. 


Wyld,  J. 

TBLLEBS. 

Ilumo  J. 
Forbes,  W. 


Clause  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
The  House  resumed.     Report  to  be  re- 
ceived. 

BRITISn  SPIRITS  WAREHOUSING  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee, 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  (in  the  ah- 
senee  of  Mr.  Moffatt)  moved  an  instruction 
to  the  Committee  on  the  British  Spirits 
Warehousing  Bill,  that  they  have  power  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as 
to  apply  to  spirits  distilled  in  the  united 
kingdom  the  privileges  at  present  enjoyed 
by  the  owners  of  foreign  and  colonial 
spirits,  in  respect  of  the  mode  and  time  of 
levying  the  duties  chargeable  thereon. 
The  mode  of  levying  the  duty  gave  a  great 
advantage  to  colonial  spirits,  on  which 
the  evaporation  had  been  greatly  exagger- 
ated. A  quantity  of  brandy,  containing  at 
the  time  of  landing  350  proof  gallons,  was 
reduced,  at  the  end  of  five  years,  to  299 
gallons,  being  a  loss  of  51  gallons,  or  14.6 
per  cent,  and  a  loss,  taking  the  average 
bonded  price,  of  36.2  per  cent  on  the 
prices.  Another  quantity  of  brandy  amount- 
ing to  345  gallons,  which  was  three  years 
in  bond,  lost  42  gallons,  or  12.2  per  cent, 
and  on  the  short  price,  33  per  cent;  whereas 
with  respect  to  rum,  which  had  been  de- 
scribed as  greatly  exposed  to  evaporation 
from  being  the  production  of  a  warmer  cli- 
mate, on  a  quantity  of  669  gallons  three 
years  in  bond,  the  loss  was  38  gallons,  or 
only  5.7  per  cent  on  the  quantity,  and  14 
per  cent  on  the  price.  Taking  the  losses  on 
the  decreases  of  spirits,  according  to  the  cal- 
culation which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  adopted,  atSld,  per  gallon  on  English 
spirits,  at  33-lOOths  of  a  penny  on  Scotch, 
and  at  ^d.  on  Irish,  they  amounted  for 
each  country  to  28,125^.,  2,2501,,  and 
9,100Z.,  or  39,475Z.  in  all.  Mr.  Wood, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Excise,  who  was  in 
favour  of  charging  the  revenue  on  spirits 
at  the  worm's  end,  declared,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Sugar  and  Coffee  Plant- 
ing Committee,  that  he  had  completely 
made  up  his  mind,  from  long  experience, 
in  favour  of  the  mode  he  thought  most  de- 
sirable; he  was  unwilling  to  bring  into 
practice  a  mode  which  was  less  desirable, 
and  which  he  thought  afforded  greater 
opportunities  for  fraund.  But  Sir  T.  Fre- 
mantle  h»d  given  it  as  his  opinioQ  tl^at  the 


time  of  charging  the  duty  might  be 
changed  without  any  danger  to  the  re- 
venue. Articles  of  commerce  were,  gene- 
rally speaking,  charged  with  duty,  not  on 
the  quantity  going  into  store,  but  on  the 
quantity  taken  into  consumption.  As  re- 
garded the  West  Indian  and  the  home 
distiller,  this  was  a  question  of  equality  of 
privilege.  In  pleading  for  the  change,  he 
supported  the  interests  of  the  consumers 
throughout  the  country. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  calculations  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  derived 
from  some  peculiar  source  were  founded  on 
and  deduced  from  certain  documents  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  namely,  returns 
with  respect  to  spirits  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland,  moved  for  chiefly  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick.  The  main 
ground  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
rested  his  Motion  was,  that  the  Excise 
allowances  ought  to  be  put  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Customs  allowances.  But 
the  whole  system  of  the  Excise  duties  was 
entirely  different  from  that  of  Customs 
duties.  When  articles  were  imported  from 
abroad,  the  policy  of  the  country  had  for 
its  basis  to  give  every  possible  facility  for 
warehousing,  so  as  to  make  this  country 
the  great  depot  for  foreign  goods;  nay,, so 
far  was  this  principle  carried  out,  that 
goods  which  might  never  directly  benefit 
the  country,  but  which  were  warehoused 
here,  were  allowed  to  be  exported,  that 
being  for  the  advantage  of  the  foreign 
trade.  Every  possible  freedom  was  given 
with  respect  to  goods  under  the  Customs; 
and  therefore  the  duties  were  taken  on 
goods  under  the  Customs  at  the  last  pos- 
sible period  at  which  they  could  be  levied. 
With  respect  to  the  Excise  duties,  again, 
the  great  object  was  to  levy  the  duties  at 
the  earliest  possible  period,  that  the  super- 
vision of  the  Excise  might  thereby  be  ter- 
minated. Such  was  the  case  with  respect 
to  soap,  malt,  spirits,  and  other  articles 
chargeable  with  duty  under  the  Excise. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  method  of 
charging  the  spirit  duties  was  an  exception 
to  the  ordinary  rule,  he  proceeded  on  fal- 
lacious grounds;  for  the  rule  was,  that  the 
Customs  levied  duties  at  the  last  moment, 
and  the  Excise  at  the  earliest.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  he  had  altered  the 
duty  proposed  to  be  levied  on  colonial 
spirits.  No  doubt  he  had.  But  he  stated 
in  1846  that  in  the  then  state  of  informa- 
tion I5.  was  as  much  the  distillers  were 
eQtiUed  to  as  a  protection  against  the  co< 
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lonial  distillers.  He  then  stated  &d.  as  a 
fair  amount,  when  fui*ther  light  had  heen 
thrown  upon  the  subject,  concurring  with 
the  Chairman  of  Excise,  who  had  assigned 
the  grounds  on  which  that  opinion  rested. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  accused  him  in  that 
and  other  respects  of  not  holding  the  same 
opinion  at  different  times,  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  whatever  ex- 
perience he*might  acquire  he  was  never  to 
alter  an  opinion  for  the  benefit  of  the  con- 
sumer and  the  trader  of  this  country,  and 
introduce  relaxations  which,  had  earlier 
explanations  been  obtained,  would  have 
been  earlier  adopted  ?  It  was  on  the  evi- 
dence of  two  practical  distillers  that  the 
Government  proceeded.  Science  was 
brought  to  bear  on  the  subject;  and  they 
were  enabled  to  relax  the  old-fasioned  re- 
strictions with  which  neither  the  Excise 
nor  the  distillers  had  thought  it  possible  to 
dispense.  The  Government  deserved  credit 
for  removing  those  restrictions  which  were 
formerly  considered  indispensably  neces- 
sary to  the  protection  of  the  revenue. 
The  question  at  issue  really  resolved  itself 
into  a  question  between  revenue  and  trade. 
He  could  not  assent  to  the  proposed  altera- 
tion. One  of  the  largest  distillers  in  this 
country,  Mr.  Currie,  had  given  evidence 
before  the  Committee  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred,  showing,  that  un- 
der such  a  system  there  was  the  greatest 
possible  opportunity  of  committing  fraud. 
The  consequence  would  be  to  endanger  the 
revenue.  That  was  not  the  opinion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Excise,  but  of  one  of  the 
largest  distillers  in  the  country.  The 
present  system  secured  a  degree  of  care 
on  the  part  of  distillers  which  could  not 
otherwise  be  secured;  for  it  was  their  in- 
terest to  prevent  a  decrease.  To  make 
the  proposed  alteration  would  be  merely  to 
surrender  so  much  revenue  to  the  distillers. 
Ho  held  in  his  hand  an  account  of  the 
quantity  of  English  spirits  taken  out  of 
bond  in  1847,  and  he  found  from  that  that 
the  maximum  amount  of  revenue  which 
would  bo  risked  by  the  proposal  now  under 
consideration  was  no  less  than  118,000^ 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  a  loss  to  that 
extent  would  positively  occur,  but  only 
that  it  would  be  risked;  and  this  was  an 
amount  of  risk  which  he  was  not  prepared 
to  run.  He  maintained  that  it  was  the 
fairest  way,  on  the  whole,  that  the  duty 
should  be  paid  at  the  worm's  end  on  the 
quantity  actually  produced.  There  would 
then  be  no  risk  to  the  revenue;  and  el- 


though,  ultimately,  the  duty  on  the  quan- 
tity consumed  might  be  somewhat  in 
creased,  this  higher  duty  would  fall  upon 
the  consumer,  as  it  ought  to  do,  because 
he  would  get  a  better  article,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  improvement  of  the  spirits 
by  being  kept  in  bond.  His  hon.  Friend 
seemed  to  think  that  there  was  no  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  Government  to  make 
any  relaxations  in  favour  of  the  dealers. 
Now,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the 
Bill,  the  effect  of  its  provisions  would  be 
the  removal  of  restrictions  and  obstruc- 
tions, especially  upon  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
distillers.  Considering  that  such  were  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  he  did  not  think  he 
could  be  justly  chargeable  with  neglecting 
the  interests  of  the  dealers,  or  with  being 
unwilling  in  any  way  to  remove  restrictions 
from  the  trade,  where  their  removal  could 
be  shown  to  be  consistent  with  the  safety 
of  the  revenue.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
House  would  support  him  in  resisting  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  MONSELL  was  happy  to  be  able 
to  confirm  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  reference  to  the  general 
tendency  of  the  Bill.  The  proposed  relax- 
ations had  given  the  greatest  possible  sat- 
isfaction to  the  Irish  distillers.  At  the 
same  time,  however,  they  felt  that  they 
suffered  unjustly  from  the  charge  of  the 
duty  on  decreases,  which  served  entirely  to 
neutralise  the  benefit  hold  out  to  them  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  of  allow- 
ing them  to  bond  their  spirits  in  England. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  expressed  his 
surprise  at  the  extraordinary  statement 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  with  reference  to  the  dis- 
tinction between  the  duties  of  the  Customs 
and  the  duties  of  the  Excise.  It  might  be 
true  in  the  case  of  soap,  malt,  glass,  print- 
ed cotton,  and  some  other  articles,  that  it 
was  desirable  the  duty  should  be  paid  at 
an  early  stage,  because  in  those  cases 
there  was  no  waste,  and  the  duty  was  thus 
paid  upon  the  amount  of  these  various  ar- 
ticles that  finally  came  into  consumption. 
But  the  complaint  here  was,  that  the  dis- 
tillers were  charged  a  duty  upon  what 
might  never  come  into  consumption.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that,  as 
spirits  improved  by  being  kept  in  bond, 
and  became  more  valuable,  it  was  right 
that  a  higher  duty  should  bo  paid  upon  the 
article;  but  did  not  the  same  rule  apply 
equally  to  colonial  spirits — to  foreign  gin, 
hollands,  and  brandy,  for  instance  ?  All 
that  the  Irish  and  British  distillers  sued 
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for  was  to  havo  equal  justice  dealt  to  them 
as  was  given  to  the  foreigner — to  be  re- 
leased from  the  grinding  extortion  of  the 
Excise,  and  brought  under  the  regulations 
of  the  Custom-house;  and  anything  more 
reasonable  than  that  he  could  not  conceive. 
Such  was  the  opinion  of  Sir  H.  Parnell's 
Excise  Inquiry  Commission  in  1833.  The 
noble  Lord  quoted  a  passage  from  the  re- 
port of  the  Commissioners,  stating  that  in 
their  opinion  it  would  be  but  just  that  the 
mode  of  estimating  the  duties  on  rum  and 
hoUands  should  be  extended  to  spirits  dis- 
tilled in  this  country,  and  that  they  saw  no 
reason  why  foreign  traders  should  possess 
any  advantage  over  our  home  manufac- 
tures. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  cer- 
tainly a  very  comical  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer;  for  whenever  it  suited  him  to 
argue  against  the  colonial  distillers,  he 
then  endeavoured  to  show  the  House  that 
the  leakage  and  wastage  was  next  to  no- 
thing; but  when  he  wanted  to  avoid  put- 
ting the  British  distillers  upon  an  equality 
witn  the  colonial  and  foreign  distillers,  he 
then  inamediately  discovered  that  the  leak- 
ago  and  wastage  was  exceedingly  large.  It 
reminded  one  of  the  fable  of  the  Satyr  and 
the  Traveller;  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  warm  his  hands  and  cool  his 
porridge  with  the  same  breath.  But  there 
was  no  doubt  upon  this  point;  for  they  had 
the  authority  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  as 
to  the  amount  of  leakage  and  wastage  in 
the  case  of  foreign  spirits.  By  the  8th 
and  9th  of  Victoria,  cap.  91,  sect.  22,  the 
allowance  for  wastage  was  one  gallon  for 
every  100,  for  six  months;  three  gallons 
for  every  100,  from  six  to  eighteeh  months; 
five  gallons  for  every  100,  from  eighteen 
months  to  two  years;  six  gallons  for  every 
100,  from  two  years  to  two  years  and  a 
half;  and  so  on.  All  that  the  Irish  distil- 
lers asked  for  was  to  be  treated  with  equal 
justice  with  the  foreign  distillers,  and  that 
they  should  have  the  same  advantages 
which  the  foreign  distillers  enjoyed. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  that  the  Bill 
did  not  go  far  enough,  and  that  if  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  should  refuse  his  assent  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kerry,  he  would  inflict  deep  in- 
justice upon  the  distillers  of  Ireland  and 
Scotland.  As  to  what  the  loss  to  the  re- 
venue would  be,  the  calculation  was  guess- 
work; but  if  the  storing  of  spirits  were 
encouraged,  the  consumption  would  be  in- 
creased, and  so  far  the  revenue  also. 
Coupling  this  Bill  with  the  Rum  Duties 
Bill,  it  seemed  clear  that  the  Government 


were  sacrificing  the  interests  of  Ireland  to 
those  of  the  West  Indies.  If  spirits  re- 
mained in  bond  for  seven  years,  the  colo- 
nial manufacturer  would  have  an  advantage 
equal  to  6d.  per  gallon.  If  the  Government 
persisted  in  their  refusal  of  the  claim  in 
question,  they  ought  to  take  out  a  patent  for 
making  converts  to  repeal;  distillers  who 
had  been  opposed  to  repeal  were  beginning 
to  say  that  it  was  folly  to  expect  justice 
from  an  English  Parliament. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee,  &c. : 
—Ayes  37;  Noes  76  :  Majority  39. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Anstcy,  T.  C. 
Barkly,  U. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Broadley,  II. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Carew,  W.  II.  P. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Currio,  H. 
Devoreux,  J. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
DuncaD,  G. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
FitzGerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Forbes,  W. 
Greene,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 


T. 


Hume,  J. 
Jones,  Gapt. 
Keogh,  W. 
Ivnox,  Col. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Monsell,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Morgan,  0. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Tennent,  R.  J. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Vcsey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
WUloughby,  Sir  H. 

TELLBRS. 

O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'ConneU,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  H.  E. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Baring, rt. hon.  Sir  F.  T. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bemal,  R. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brockmau,  E.  D. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Divett,  E. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Forster,  M. 
GrenfcU,  C.  W. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hawcs,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 
lleywood,  J. 
Hobhousc,rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
HobhouBO,  T.  B. 


Hodges,  T.  L. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Langston,  J.  II. 
Lascclles,  hon.  W.  S, 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Parker,  J. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pigott,  F, 
Pinney,  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Salwcy,  Col. 
Scholcfield,  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Smith,  J.  A. 
SomcrviJle,rt.hon.SirW. 
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Stanton,  W.  H. 
Talfourd,  Sen. 
Tjincrcd,  H.  W. 
Tollemacho,  hon.  F.  J. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C, 
Ward,  II.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 


Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wyld,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Tufnell,  II. 
Uill,  Lord  M. 


Bill  passed  through  Committee. 
Report  to  be  received. 

COPPER  AND  LEAD  DUTIES  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill, 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Wyld)  had  a  no- 
tice on  the  Paper  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months.  In  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  should 
make  that  Motion.  He  believed  the  Bill 
had  now  been  postponed  not  less  than  two- 
and-thirty  times;  and  now,  when  five-sixths 
of  the  Members  had  abdicated  their  Parlia- 
mentary functions  for  the  present  Session, 
the  Government  was  about  to  press  it  for- 
ward. The  repeated  postponements  that 
had  taken  place,  showed  that  they  had  no 
confidence  in  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  For 
his  own  part,  he  thought  it  exceedingly  in- 
decorous, when  the  Government  was  in  a 
state  of  insolvency,  and  obliged  to  borrow 
2,000,000?.,  that  they  should  propose  a 
measure,  the  object  of  which  was  to  fore- 
go a  portion  of  the  solid  revenue  obtained 
from  the  imports  of  foreigners.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill,  because  it  was  another 
step  taken  by  the  Government  towards 
taxation  more  in  a  direct,  rather  than  in  an 
indirect  manner.  He  maintained  that  the 
Customs  duties  were  essentially  taxes  le- 
vied upon  the  industry  of  the  foreigner. 
He  objected  further  to  the  Bill,  that  it 
was  the  removal  of  a  just  protection  which 
the  miners  of  Cornwall  were  entitled  to  at 
the  hands  of  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try. This  duty  on  copper  ore  was  only  an 
ad  valorem  duty  of  no  more  than  6  per 
cent  on  the  produce  which  was  subject  to 
it.  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Portsmouth  was  pre- 
sent to  vindicate  the  principle  of  the  Whig 
Government  of  levying  taxes  from  Cus- 
toms duties.  This  tax,  small  as  it  was, 
concerned  the  subsistence  of  more  than 
24,000  persons,  who,  with  their  families, 
represented  100,000  souls.  He  thought 
they  should  not  on  that  account  lightly 
deal  with  a  tax  which,  whilst  it  fed  the 
revenue,  protected  the  means  of  subsist- 
ence of  80  largo  a  portion  of  the  population 


of  the  country.  He  could  state,  that  tho 
miners  of  Cornwall  never  were  in  a  lower 
condition  than  they  were  at  present.  There 
never  was  a  moment  when  there  was  less 
claim  on  the  part  of  the  smelters  of  Swan- 
sea and  other  places  to  demand  this  re- 
duction. The  price  of  copper  had  risen, 
whilst  the  price  of  copper  ore  had  fallen. 
True,  the  smelters  who  asked  for  this  pro- 
tection were  a  powerful  body  strongly  re- 
presented in  that  House;  but  there  never 
was  a  more  complete  monopoly  than  they 
constituted;  and  it  was  to  add  to  the  un- 
just gains  of  these  monopolists  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  proposed  to  reduce 
this  small  duty  of  6  per  cent  ad  valorem 
upon  ore  the  produce  of  slaves  in  Cuba, 
which  was  also  the  produce  of  Jamaica. 
He  had  been  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmoreland  (Mr.  Alderman  Thompson) 
that  there  never  was  a  greater  monopoly 
than  that  of  the  smelters.  **  But  (said  the 
hon.  Gentleman)  they  might  as  well  give  us 
this  40,000/.,  and  let  us  divide  the  amount 
amongst  us  as  repeal  thfe  duty  now  pro- 
posed." The  same  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  to  him  that  he  was  a  party  inter- 
ested; but  as  the  proposition  was  one 
which  was  contrary  to  the  interests  and 
benefit  of  his  country,  he  would  not  vote 
for  it.  Now,  he  did  not  object  to  admit 
the  produce  of  the  colonies  free  of  duty. 
If  he  did  not  succeed  in  throwing  out 
the  Bill  on  the  second  reading,  he 
should  be  prepared  to  support  Amend- 
ments in  Committee,  which  should  leave 
the  copper  of  the  colonies  untaxed,  and 
should  impose  a  tax  only  on  copper  ore 
the  produce  of  foreign  countries.  Tho 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonics,  some  four  weeks  since,  de- 
clared that  our  colonial  policy  had  been ' 
the  most  successful  and  beneficial  that 
the  world  had  ever  witnessed;  and  in 
proof  of  this,  in  reference  to  our  old  co- 
lonial policy,  he  quoted  the  case  of  Aus- 
tralia; and  he  told  the  House  that  there 
was  no  colony  in  the  history  of  our  co- 
lonial empire  which  bad  ever  shown  such 
rapid  strides  in  improvement  and  wealth 
as  Australia.  The  hon.  Gentleman  told 
them,  that  while  the  value  of  the  copper 
ore  exported  in  the  year  1844  was  4,009/.; 
in  1845  it  increased  to  17,175/.;  and  in 
the  two  quarters  of  1846  it  increased  to 
54,168/.,  which  upon  the  whole  of  th© 
year  1846  would  be  equal  to  108,336/., 
being  one-third  of  the  exports  of  all  the 
colony.  Would  the  House  consent  to  cut 
off  this  lucrative  trade  from  the  colony  ? 
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Tho  report  of  the  Lords  on  colonisation 
showed  that  a  large  number  of  miners  went 
from  Cornwall  to  work  these  mines  at 
Australia.  Why  not  send  out  Irish  la- 
bourers to  work  this  ore  ?  Let  them  not 
dry  up  the  sources  of  employment.  Let 
them  not  surrender  the  trade  to  Cuba  and 
Chili.  The  expense  of  the  carriage  of  the 
ore  would  be  38,000Z.,  supposing  the  value 
of  the  ore  to  be  108,000^.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  report  of  the  state  and  prospects  of 
the  miners  of  Cornwall  up  to  Friday  last. 
He  had  stated,  on  presenting  a  petition, 
that  the  price  of  copper  ore  at  the  end  of 
the  last  quarter  was  1 1  per  cent  lower  than 
at  the  commencement  of  the  year;  that  it 
was  lower  by  18  per  cent  than  it  was  at 
tho  same  period  in  1840;  and  that  it  was 
25  per  cent  lower  than  the  average  of  the 
last  fifteen  years.  The  effect  of  that 
reduction  in  price  on  tho  wages  of  the 
miners  was  equivalent  to  17s.  \d,  on  every 
ton  of  ore  raised — for  the  miners  were 
paid  in  proportion  to  the  quantity  and 
quality  of  the  ore  raised  by  them.  The 
quantity  annually  raised  in  Cornwall  was 
50,000  tons,  and  about  22,000  persons 
were  engaged  in  raising  them;  the  effect 
upon  the  miners'  wages,  therefore,  was 
easily  appreciated.  He  was  sorry  to  say, 
that  the  prospects  of  the  miners  in  Corn- 
wall were  not  much  better  for  the  ensuing 
year  than  those  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
It  was  stated  in  the  Comxoall  Gazette  of 
last  Friday,  that  the  harvest  was  in  the 
greatest  danger — that  the  country  was  a 
comparative  solitude — that  most  of  the  en- 
gines were  dismantled  and  the  mines  aban- 
doned— that  hundreds  of  cottages  were 
deserted — and  that  the  occupiers  had  gone 
for  the  most  part  to  distant  lands.  All 
these  (added  that  journal)  were  rendered 
more  dismal  by  the  threatened  measure 
of  the  Government  in  throwing  them  open 
to  foreign  competition.  The  Government 
would  find  Cornwall  another  Ireland  if  they 
enforced  these  measures,  and  took  from 
the  people,  in  their  hour  of  struggle  with 
the  dispensations  of  Providence,  the  chance 
of  improving  their  condition.  He  asked 
tho  noble  Lord  at  tho  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment if  he  was  prepared,  for  the  sake  of 
carrying  out  a  miserable  abstract  principle, 
to  risk  putting  the  inhabitants  of  a  county 
of  England,  whoso  inhabitants  were  famous 
for  their  loyalty,  their  industry,  and  their 
peaceful  conduct,  into  the  same  state  and 
condition  as  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  And 
to  do  what  ?  To  support  one  of  the  gross- 
est monopolies  in  this  country,  namely,  the 


interest  of  those  who  had  vested  their  money 
in  foreign  mines.  The  Board  of  Trade 
would  no  doubt  urge  that  the  smelting 
trade  was  leaving  this  country;  and  that  it 
was  to  prevent  the  transfer  that  the  mea- 
sure was  passed.  But  he  denied  the  truth 
of  this  statement.  By  the  returns  which 
were  laid  before  the  House,  the  imports  of 
copper  ore  into  this  country  for  the  first 
six  months  of  the  year  exceeded  by  2,000 
tons  the  importation  of  a  similar  period 
in  the  year  preceding.  It  was  said, 
that  the  miserable  duty  of  6  per  cent 
ad  valorem  sent  the  smelting  trade  to 
France  and  Hamburgh,  and  the  United 
States;  but  he  was  in  a  position  to  show 
that  the  amount  of  foreign  ore  smelted  in 
France  was  not  ten  tons  a  week,  and  that 
the  proportion  was  the  same  in  the  other 
places.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
no  doubt  talk  of  the  protection  afforded  to 
the  Cornwall  miner  by  the  freight  from 
Cuba;  but  he  would  ask  the  House  whe- 
ther the  smelters  of  Swansea  **  the  copper 
bottoms,"  as  they  were  called  in  the  City, 
had  not  a  better  protection  in  the  price  of 
coals  than  any  which  freight  could  afford 
them.  To  smelt  ore,  the  following  quan- 
tity of  coal  was  required  per  ton  : — 

Chili  (of  the  finest  quality)         12  tons. 

Cuba 14     „ 

Cornish  (an  inferior  ore)...         20     „ 

But  the  smelter  at  Swansea  had  his  coal 
for  45.  per  ton,  while  the  prices  were  in — 

France       ...  ...      £12     0 

Hamburgh.  .  ...         0  16     0 

United  States  ...         1  11     6 

Making  a  difference  of  10^  I65.  per  ton 
in  the  case  of  Chili  ore  smelted  in  France, 
11,  per  ton  on  that  smelted  in  Hamburgh, 
and  upwards  of  16Z.  per  ton  in  those  parts 
of  the  United  States  w^here  smelting  was 
carried  on.  It  was,  therefore,  ridiculous 
to  say,  that  with  such  prices  of  coal,  tho 
freight  being  the  same,  any  duty  of  6  per 
cent  ad  valorem  could  make  a  difference  in 
keeping  smelting  out  of  the  foreign  mar- 
ket. In  England  there  were  smelted  400 
tons  of  ore  per  week;  in  France,  ten  tons; 
in  Hamburgh,  25;  and  in  the  United 
States  from  five  to  ten  tons.  He  arraigned 
the  accuracy  of  the  returns  made  by  tho 
Board  of  Trade  in  respect  of  smelting  in 
this  country.  Tho  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  that  depai*tment, 
had  repelled  with  indignation  his  charge 
against  Mr.  Porter  on  a  former  occasion; 
but  from  a  statement  drawn  up  by  the  sta- 
tistical office  of  that  Board,  referring  to 
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trade  and  navigation,  he  found  that  the 
quantity  of  copper  metal  obtained  from  the 
ore,  in  the  six  months  ending  5th  July, 
1848,  was  only  1,319  tons.  According  to 
the  returns  on  the  same  subject,  the  quan- 
tity produced  in  the  same  period  of  the 
subsequent  years  was  as  follows  : — 


1840 
1847 


5162  tons. 
4017    „ 


Ou  such  a  showing  as  this  it  was  not  won- 
derful that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
feci  dismay  that  the  smelting  trade  was 
leaving  the  country.  But,  nevertheless, 
as  he  would  point  out  to  the  House,  there 
was  every  reason  to  believe  that  a  much 
larger  quantity  of  metal  had  been  produced 
than  was  accounted  for  in  this  return;  and 
that  though  it  was  signed  by  A.  W,  Fon- 
blanque,  and  dated  August  5,  1848,  there 
was  every  ground  to  suppose  that  the 
amount  was  not  1,319  tons,  but  5,935 
tons.  It  appeared  that  the  copper  ore  im- 
ported into  this  country  in  the  first  six 
months  of — 


1840  was 

...     25,035  tons 

1847        

...     18,890    „ 

1848        

...     27,155    „ 

But  in  the  first-named  year  the  quantity 
of  ore  imported  gave,  as  he  had  shown, 
5,162  tons  of  metal — equal  to  20  per 
cent;  in  the  second,   18,896  tons  of  ore 

fave  4,017  tons  of  copper  metal — equal  to 
1  per  cent;  while  in  the  first  six  months 
of  1848,  27,155  tons  of  ore,  if  the  return 
could  be  credited,  gave  only  1,319  tons  of 
metal — equal  to  only  four  per  cent,  instead 
of  an  average  of  20  per  cent.  The  return 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  signed  **  A.  W. 
Fonblanque,"  who,  to  his  occupation  as 
editor  of  a  newspaper,  superadded  that  of 
secretary  to  the  statistical  department  of 
that  Board;  and,  in  the  multiplicity  of  that 
gentleman's  avocations,  he  might,  no 
doubt,  have  miscalculated  the  return.  But 
were  100,000  English  people  to  suflbr  for 
the  blunders  of  any  board  or  any  man; 
and  was  that  branch  of  British  industry 
which  they  lived  by  of  such  small  impor- 
tance that  it  could  be  trifled  with  by  any 
person  ?  By  these  misrepresentations  Go- 
vernment succeeded  in  inducing  the  House 
of  Commons  to  accede  to  their  resolutions. 
The  Government  selected  the  latter  end  of 
August,  when  the  House  was  stripped  of 
its  independent  Members,  to  bring  forward 
the  measure  by  which  they  cast  away 
40,000^,  the  amount  of  duty  paid  on  fo- 
reign ore.  They  found  the  Government, 
ivhen  the  exchequer  was  in  a  state  of  beg- 


gary, throwing  away  large  sums  of  re- 
venue, and  going  to  the  Stock  Exchange 
for  what  they  did  not  possess.  He  object- 
ed to  this  system  of  throwing  away  duties 
which  were  collected  at  no  cost  to  the 
country.  He  condemned  the  practice  of 
flinging  away  revenue,  and  then  making 
up  the  deficiency  by  either  adding  to  the 
national  debt,  or  by  imposing  additional  di- 
rect taxation  on  the  community.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  system  of  throwing  away  re- 
venue to  be  made  up  by  English  industry, 
and  giving  the  amount  to  benefit  the  slave 
producer.  The  Government  came  to  that 
House  with  false  statements  and  statistics 
from  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they  misled 
the  House  with  the  view  of  letting  in  fo- 
reign produce  to  the  injury  of  our  own 
native  industry.  He  should,  therefore, 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day  three 
months. 

Mr.  WYLD  seconded  the  Motion.  His 
reason  for  taking  this  course  was,  because 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  brought  it 
forward  at  such  a  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  because  the  people  of  Cornwall 
woidd,  at  no  distant  day,  be  reduced  to  a 
state  of  utter  ruin.  The  county  of  Com- 
wall  had  been  known  from  the  earliest  date 
for  its  minerals.  During  late  years  a 
large  and  important  interest  had  sprung 
up,  and  a  population  of  118,000  were 
solely  dependent  on  the  prosperity  of  the 
mining  trade.  The  mining  interest  of 
Cornwall  had  found  out  what  would  be  the 
ultimate  efi*ect  of  this  measure  if  it  passed, 
by  the  recent  large  importations  of  foreign 
ore.  The  result  of  this  importation  al- 
ready was,  that  a  fall  of  nearly  20  per 
cent  had  occurred;  and  this  reduction  had 
plunged  the  entire  mining  interest  into  a 
state  of  great  embarrassment,  he  might 
almost  say  ruin.  The  case  of  the  miner 
was  different  to  that  of  the  manufacturer. 
The  manufacturer,  if  thrown  out  of  work, 
could  find  employment  elsewhere;  but  the 
miner  had  no  such  resource — he  could  only 
find  employment  at  that  sort  of  labour  in 
which  he  had  been  brought  up,  and  only  in 
mining  districts.  He  could  confirm  the 
statement  of  tbe  noble  Lord,  that  the  re- 
turns from  the  Board  of  Trade  were  erro- 
neous. This  was  not  a  question  of  free 
trade,  but  a  question  of  employment  of 
the  people.  They  might  change  their 
markets  to  Chili  or  to  Cuba;  but  would 
that  change  benefit  the  people  in  England, 
or  make  up  for  the  people  who  would  be^ 
thrown  out  of  employment  by  the  opera- 
tion of  this  measure  ?     At  present  thq 


603 


Copper  and  Lead 


{COMMONS} 


IhKties  Bill 


604 


trade  in  copper  ore  employed  20,000  tons 
of  shipping,  and  it  was  owing  to  this  trade 
and  the  return  freights  of  coal,  <fcc.,  that 
the  country  owed  much  of  its  prosperity. 
If  the  present  duties  were  removed,  the 
Cornish  miners  would  he  exposed  to  a 
great  source  of  competition  which  they 
had  hitherto  escaped.  By  the  change  of 
1842,  the  miners  had  derived  no  advantage 
whatever ;  but  any  benefit  which  had 
arisen  from  the  measure  had  gone  to  the 
shipowners.  It  was  urged  that  there  was 
a  necessity  for  a  change,  in  consequence  of 
a  decrease  in  the  importations;  but  that 
decrease  had  only  arisen  from  legislative 
causes.  The  importation  was  for  a  time 
reduced,  but  the  quantity  produced  was 
the  same.  The  duty  had  not  operated 
against  the  importation,  for  taking  the 
average  of  the  last  three  years  the  amount 
of  ore  imported  was  as  great  as  at  any 
other  similar  period,  so  that  the  data  upon 
which  this  measure  was  founded  were  alto- 
gether wrong.  It  had  been  said  that  there 
were  smelting  works  at  Hamburgh;  but 
they  could  not  affect  the  English  smelters, 
inasmuch  as  they  had  a  duty  of  155.  per 
ton  to  pay  upon  the  coals.  Then  they  had 
been  told  of  the  smelting  works  of  the 
United  States;  but  in  the  United  States 
they  only  smelted  the  rich  ores  of  Cuba; 
and  the  total  amount  of  copper  produced 
from  the  United  States*  smelting  works 
did  not  exceed  50  tons  a  month.  Then 
with  regard  to  France,  the  importation  of 
copper  ore  into  that  country  did  not  exceed 
from  1,500  to  2,000  tons  in  the  year.  In 
fact,  the  English  smelters  acknowledged 
that  they  had  nothing  to  fear  from  foreign 
competition.  It  had  been  said  that  there 
had  been  a  decrease  in  the  quantity  of 
copper  smelted  in  England  in  consequence 
of  those  duties,  but  he  denied  that  such 
was  the  case.  The  export  of  copper  from 
England  to  France  had,  for  several  years 
past,  shown  an  amount  of  increase  both  in 
quantity  and  in  value.  The  question  was, 
whether  it  would  or  would  not  advantage 
the  manufacturers  of  Lancashire  to  lose 
100,000  customers  in  Cornwall,  in  order 
to  gain  50,000  customers  in  Cuba,  each 
of  the  Coraish  customers  being  in  the 
habit  of  purchasing  their  manufactures  to 
three  times  the  amount  of  the  Cuban  cus- 
tomer. The  miners  of  Cornwall  had  hoped 
that  this  question  liad  been  finally  settled 
in  1844.  Upon  the  faith  of  that  settle- 
ment large  sums  of  money  had  been  in- 
vested in  mining  speculations  in  Cornwall; 
and  such  being  die  case,  ho  called  upon 


the  Government  not,  on  mere  theoretical 
grounds,  to  disturb  that  arrangement. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Considering  that 
this  question  debated  to-night,  has  been 
discussed  at  a  much  earlier  period  of  the 
Session — as  early  as  the  17th  of  April — in 
the  presence  of  many  persons  of  great  ex- 
perience and  authority,  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  readily  excuse  me  if,  upon 
the  present  occasion,  I  do  not  occupy 
much  of  its  time.  The  noble  Lord  has 
blamed  the  Government  for  having  al- 
lowed the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  be 
brought  forward  at  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion; and  he  stated  had  it  been  discussed 
at  an  earlier  period  that  it  would  have 
been  less  favourably  received.  On  the 
17th  of  April,  when  this  subject  was  dis- 
cussed, there  were  102  in  favour  of  it,  and 
only  35  against  it.  The  charge,  therefore, 
that  the  Government  purposely  delayed 
the  measure  till  a  late  period,  because 
they  believed  it  would  not  be  favourably 
received  by  the  House,  caijnot  be  fairly 
made  against  the  Government.  I  should 
be  surprised  if  the  House  did  not  support 
this  measure;  I  cannot  conceive  that  it  is 
necessary  to  state  arguments  to  show  that 
the  reduction  of  the  duty  upon  a  raw  ma- 
terial which  enters  into  the  staple  manu- 
factures of  the  kingdom,  would  not  be  an 
act  of  justice  and  of  policy.  The  only 
reason  why  it  was  not  sooner  brought  for- 
ward arose  from  a  question  of  revenue. 
But  as  regards  that  question,  I  still  adhere 
to  the  declaration  which  I  originally  made, 
that  the  revenue  was  slipping  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  hands — it 
had  come  down  to  the  sum  of  40,000Z.  a 
year.  There  has  been  a  gradual  diminu- 
tion in  the  quantity  imported  for  several 
years  past.  In  1845  there  were  56,000 
tons  of  copper  ore  imported ;  in  1846  the 
quantity  imported  was  only  50,900  tons  in 
round  numbers  ;  and  in  1847  it  had  come 
down  to  40,900  tons  in  round  numbers. 
The  noble  Lord  says  that  there  has 
been  a  slight  increase  in  the  present 
year.  [Lord  George  Bentinck  :  I  said 
that  the  importation  this  year  was  the 
largest  amount  ever  imported.]  Even  if 
there  has  been  some  increase,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  can  be  set  against  the  conti- 
nuous diminution;  and  though  I  will  not 
assert  it  positively  without  the  returns  be- 
fore me,  I  think  it  possible  that  the  in- 
crease may  be  accounted  for  by  the  an- 
nouncement having  gone  out  to  Cuba  of 
this  measur  ehaving  been  introduced,  and 
the  duty  removed.    While  I  am  on  this 
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point  I  will  advert  to  an  accusation  whieli 
the  noble  Lord  made  against  the  statis- 
tical department  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to 
which  he  alluded,  as  is  his  wont,  in  no  very 
measured  language.  That  attack  has 
been  directed  against  a  very  distinguished 
officer  of  that  department,  Mr.  Fon- 
blanque — a  name  that  cannot  be  men- 
tioned without  respect.  But  the  noble 
Lord,  in  that  unfortunate  habit  in  which 
he  indulges  whenever  he  thinks  that  he 
has  detected  an  error,  has  treated  that 
officer  not  as  one  who  might  have  fallen 
into  an  error,  to  which  we  all  are  liable, 
including  the  noble  Lord  himself,  but  as  a 
public  delinquent,  and  as  one  who  had 
some  discreditable  cause  for  the  error 
which  he  has  made.  But  the  error,  if  it 
can  be  called  one,  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  reverted,  admits  of  a  very  easy 
explanation.  The  noble  Lord  must  be 
aware  that  since  the  resolution  was  passed 
on  which  this  Bill  has  been  founded,  a 
change  has  taken  place  in  the  mode  of 
taking  the  duty.  The  duty  has  been 
taken  for  the  last  three  months,  not  on 
the  metal  contained  in  the  ore,  but  on  the 
ore  itself.  The  amount  of  ore  on  which 
the  duty  is  paid  is  given  correctly.  [Lord 
6.  Bentinck:  I  said  charged,  and  not 
paid.]  I  believe  that  the  error  which  the 
noble  Lord  thought  he  had  discovered  is 
founded  on  this,  that  for  the  last  three 
months  the  copper  ore  imported  from 
foreign  countries  had  been  charged  with 
duty  on  the  ore  itself,  and  not  as  formerly, 
on  the  metal  contained  in  that  ore;  and  if 
the  noble  Lord  looks  into  the  tables  fur- 
nished by  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  I 
have  done  hurriedly  since  the  noble  Lord 
drew  my  attention  to  the  matter,  he  will 
find  that  this  is  obviously  the  case.  He 
will  perceive  that  there  has  been  no  duty 
paid  on  the  metal  as  formerly,  but  that  the 
duty  has  been  paid  on  the  ore  itself — that 
the  amount  of  duty  was  charged  on  the 
metal  for  the  preceding  three  months,  and 
on  the  ore  and  not  on  the  metal  for  the 
last  three  months;  and  so  it  appears  in  the 
returns.  [Lord  G.  Bentinck:  That  proves 
my  case.]  I  wish  the  noble  Lord  would 
allow  me  to  proceed  without  these  constant 
interruptions.  The  noble  Lord  would  not 
have  the  head  of  the  statistical  department 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  say  that  the  duty 
had  been  received  on  the  metal  when  it 
was  received  on  the  ore  itself.  [Lord  G. 
Bentinck:  You  misrepresent  me.  I  did 
not  make  use  of  the  word  **  received." 
There  ia  all   the    difference  imaginable 


between  duty  charged  and  duty  received.] 
I  fear  that  I  have  not  made  myself  under- 
stood. The  duty  was  charged  formerly, 
per  ton,  on  the  metal,  and  we  gave  in  re- 
turns to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  duty, 
not  on  the  quantity  of  ore,  but  on  the 
metal  contained  in  it;  but  latterly  the  duty 
has  been  charged  on  the  ore,  and  not  on 
the  metal  at  aU,  and  consequently  the 
tons  of  metal  are  no  longer  brought  into 
account.  However,  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  on  this  matter.  I  think  I  have 
said  enough  to  prove  to  the  House  that 
there  really  is  no  ground  for  what  I  must 
call  again  the  most  unwarrantable  attack 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  made  on  a  most 
excellent  officer.  The  noble  Lord  has 
said  that  I  always  defended  the  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  office  to  which  I  was 
attached ;  but  I  can  tell  him  that  I  would 
not  defend  any  man  either  in  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  anywhere  else,  who  I  did  not 
think  deserved  to  be  defended ;  but  when 
I  hear  any  subordinate  officer  in  any  de- 
partment with  which  I  may  be  connected, 
as  I  believe  unjustly  attacked,  I  shall  al- 
ways be  ready  to  defend  him  to  the  best 
of  my  ability.  The  noble  Lord  said  that 
this  measure  was  all  for  the  benefit  of  a 
few  smelters  who  have  a  monopoly  of  the 
smelting  trade  in  this  country.  I  have 
the  most  perfect  confidence  that  this  mea- 
sure will  prove  beneficial  to  the  trade  gene- 
rally of  this  country.  The  copper,  when 
manufactured,  is  allowed  to  be  introduced 
into  this  country;  and  the  consequence  is 
that  the  only  real  practical  check  that  can 
be  applied  to  the  foreign  smelting  trade  is 
allowing  the  competition  which  this  Bill 
will  ensure.  I  have  no  fear  whatever  but 
that  this  measure  will  be  for  the  advantage 
of  the  smelters  of  this  country.  I  believe 
that  this  country  may  continue  to  bo  the 
site  of  the  smelting  trade  of  the  world, 
and  I  hope  that  it  will  be  so;  but  I  feel 
that  that  pre-eminence  cannot  be  main- 
tained by  any  attempt  at  monopoly,  and 
by  fixing  undue  prices  on  the  produce  of 
our  own  miners.  And  here  I  must  deny 
the  assertion  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  that  the  admission 
of  foreign  ores  will  prove  detrimental  to 
the  Cornish  miners.  I  should  be  most 
sorry  to  inflict  a  blow  upon  that  important 
body;  but'my  belief  is,  that  the  mixture  of 
foreign  ores  will  be  advantageous  instead 
of  injurious  to  them.  Considerations  of 
revenue  had  long  prevented  this  useful 
and  necessary  measure  from  being  sooner 
adopted.     I  am  eatifified  that  it  will  pre* 
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vent  injurious  consequences  to  the  mining 
interests  of  this  country,  and  I  am  also 
convinced  that  to  the  community  at  largo 
it  must  be  productive  of  important  advan- 


Mr.  HENLEY  believed  that  the  charge 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  was  expressly 
directed,  not  against  Mr.  Fonblanque  or 
Mr.  Porter,  or  any  other  subordinate,  but 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated  distinctly  that 
he  would  not  charge  any  subordinate,  but 
that  he  would  make  his  charge  against  the 
head  of  the  office.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that,  from  the  time  the  resolu- 
tion passed  the  House,  that  tlie  duty  was 
charged,  not  on  the  metal,  but  on  the  cop- 
per ore.  The  printed  paper  gave  the 
copper  ore  for  the  whole  six  months.  How 
was  it  to  be  distinguished  upon  which  part 
the  duty  was  charged  ?  How  was  any  one 
to  distinguish,  out  of  the  27,000  tons, 
which  was  charged  one  way  and  which 
was  charged  the  other  way  ?  It  was  not 
the  mode  in  which  a  public  account  ought 
to  be  kept.  Any  one  looking  at  it  super- 
ficially would  be  deceived.  There  was 
nothing  to  indicate  when  that  mode  of 
charging  the  duty  had  taken  place.  It 
had  the  effect  of  m:\king  the  importation 
appear  in  value  far  less  than  it  really  was. 
It  was  a  clumsy  way  of  keeping  accounts, 
and  did  not  make  plain  the  true  state  of 
the  case.  Suppose  this  Bill  did  not  pass, 
how  would  they  charge  their  duties  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  only 
reason  why  what  was  now  proposed  had 
not  before  been  done,  was  on  account  of 
the  state  of  the  revenue.  What  was  there 
in  the  present  situation  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  make  him  able  to  give 
up  revenue  ?  In  1842  he  took  a  very  dif- 
ferent view  of  this  question ;  he  did  not 
urge  it  on  the  ground  of  the  revisnue,  but 
said  they  must  see  that  they  did  not  inflict 
injury  on  the  great  mining  interests  of 
Cornwall.  Would  he  preteud  to  say  that 
the  great  mining  interests  of  Cornwall 
were  in  a  better  state  now  than  they  were 
in  1842  ?  Did  he  take  care  that  this 
measure  did  not  necessarily  injure  the 
Cornish  miner,  whom  in  1842  he  was  so 
anxious  to  protect  ?  Unless  they  could 
show  that  the  advantages  would  be  greater 
than  the  loss  to  the  people  whose  bread 
depended  upon  it,  he  must  say  that  they 
were  running  the  imminent  risk  of  increas- 
ing the  misery  of  this  country,  by  throw- 
ing out  of  employment  a  most  loyal  and 
iudustriQus  set  of  people. 


Colonel  THOMPSON  said :  As  hap- 
pened on  a  former  occasion,  there  is  a 
party  concerned  that  has  not  yet  been 
heard.  There  are  two  ways  of  obtaining 
copper  and  lead.  One  is  to  dig  them  out 
of  the  Cornish  mines;  and  the  other  is  to 
make  cloth  at  Bradford,  and  elsewhere, 
and  bring  copper  and  lead  from  foreign 
mines  in  return  for  it.  And  the  interest 
of  the  public  clearly  is,  that  Cornwall 
should  work  its  mines  to  the  extent  con- 
sistent with  competing  with  Bradford,  and 
Bradford  bring  home  copper  and  lead  to 
the  extent  consistent  with  competing  with 
Cornwall.  But  we  are  told  there  is  desti- 
tution in  Cornwall.  Is  there  none  in  Brad- 
ford? Hon.  Gentlemen  descant  on  the 
badness  of  the  potato  crop  in  Cornwall. 
Are  there  na  curled-tops  in  Yorkshire? 
Cornish  men  are  stated  to  be  on  short 
commons  ;  and  for  this,  Cornish  Members 
propose  an  easy  remedy,  and  say  **  take 
the  dinners  of  the  people  of  Bradford.'* 
The  whole  is,  in  principle,  an  attack  on 
foreign  trade;  it  is  a  demand  that  foreign 
trade  shall  be  put  down,  whenever  a  man 
will  stand  up  and  say  he  engages  to  fur- 
nish the  article  at  a  dearer  price.*  If  the 
manufacturers  of  Bradford  and  elsewhere 
demanded  a  tax  on  copper  dug  in  Cornwall, 
in  order  to  increase  what  would  be  brought 
from  abroad,  they  would  do  no  more  than 
had  been  done  by  the  Cornish  men  to  them. 
And  there  is  one  reason  why  this  would  in 
truth  be  the  worst  for  the  public  interest 
of  the  two.  Do  not  hon.  Gentlemen  see 
the  bearing  it  would  have  on  our  mercan- 
tile marine,  our  wooden  walls  ?  He  would, 
therefore,  propose  a  duty  on  Cornish  cop- 
per, as  a  sort  of  new  navigation  law  ;  and 
he  would  regard  the  way  in  which  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House  supported 
this  proposal,  as  a  measure  of  the  regard 
they  had  for  navigation  laws  where  their 
own  interests  were  touched. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  supported  the 
Amendment,  and  complained  that  the  Bill 
had  been  delayed  so  long  that  forty  place- 
men were  of  serious  importance  upon  a 
division  at  the  present  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion. The  House,  too,  sat  at  such  hours, 
and  so  long,  that  their  debates  were  ne- 
cessarily compressed  into  the  smallest  pos- 
sible compass,  and  the  consequence  was, 
that  their  constituents  would  never  know 
what  arguments  were  used  by  them  upon 
the  question,  or  at  least  not  until  long 
after  the  Bill  had  passed.  He  could  not 
avoid  commenting  upon  the  appearance  in 
the  debate  of  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member 
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for  Bradford,  who  rose  to  put  in  a  claim 
for  Bradford — for  the  manufacturers  of 
Bradford — whose  productions  were  already 
protected  by  a  duty  of  10  per  cent.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  begged  to  say  that 
he  appeared  to  support  the  interests  of  his 
constituents,  who  had  elected  him  for  that 
purpose,  but  not  to  claim  any  protection 
for  them  at  the  expense  of  any  other  por- 
tion of  their  fellow-countrymen.  Protec- 
tion against  foreigners  he  claimed  for  them, 
but  not  against  their  fellow-subjects.  With 
reference  to  the  returns  from  the  Board  of 
Trade,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that,  as 
this  particular  item  was  given,  it  was  cal- 
culated to  mislead  the  public;  and  he  had 
frequently  observed  that  all  the  errors  were 
in  favour  of  the  theory  of  free  trade. 

Mr.  brown  said,  that  the  staple  ma- 
nufactures of  Bradford  were  not  protected 
at  all — linen,  cotton,  and  woollens,  on  im- 
portation, were  not  subject  to  any  duty 
whatever ;  that  the  right  hon.  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  acted  most 
wisely  in  bringing  forward  a  Bill  for  the 
reduction  of  duty  on  copper  ores,  for  the 
duty  acted  as  a  bounty  to  the  infant  smelt- 
ing works  that  were  springing  up  in  Ham- 
burgh, Belgium,  France,  the  United  States, 
and  South  America  ;  and  if  this  duty  was 
not  removed,  we  should  soon  lose  both  the 
duty  and  the  trade.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck)  had  said  that  coals  in  the 
United  States  cost  II,  lis,  Qd,  per  ton; 
ho  (Mr.  Brown)  was  in  a  position  to  state 
positively  that  coals  were  to  be  procured 
in  Baltimore  for  about  half  that  money; 
and  that  when  their  mode  of  conveyance 
and  facilities  for  bringnig  them  to  market 
were  more  complete,  they  expect  to  be 
able  to  furnish  them  at  lis.  CJ.  per  ton, 
making  the  difference  of  II.  from  the  noble 
Lord's  statement;  and  those  were  excel- 
lent coals,  nearly,  if  not  fully,  equal  to 
any  in  England,  having  80  per  cent  of 
carbon,  no  sulphur,  and  sufficiently  bitu- 
minous to  ignite  freely.  Now,  Sir,  with 
respect  to  copper,  if  the  House  will  permit 
me,  I  will  read  a  very  short  letter  from 
Messrs.  Brownell  <fc  Co.,  a  house  of  the 
very  first  respectability : — 

"  By  the  last  mail  from  Valparaiso,  we  had 
letters  of  the  30th  March,  which  state  that  the 
Americans  and  Germans  continued  to  buy  copper 
ores,  at  prices  considerably  beyond  what  our 
correspondents  could  pay  for  shipments  to  this 
country,  to  be  subjected  to  the  duty.  Smelting 
in  Chili  proceeded  with  increased  activity,  and  it 
is  anticipated  will  produce  10,000  tons  of  copper 
this  year ;  and  to  such  perfection  has  it  arrived, 
that  some  parcels  wo  have  received  within  the 
last  six  weeks,  intended  for  sale  on  the  Continent, 
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are  found  by  assay  to  contain  fully  98  per  cent  of 
pure  copper.  At  Hamburg  the  works  are  in  such 
active  operation  that  besides  their  direct  importa- 
tion from  Chili,  wo  have  ourselves,  within  the 
past  month,  had  offers  to  purchase  cargoes  of 
copper  ores,  or  to  smelt  them  for  us  on  more 
favourable  terms  than  wo  could  obtain  in  this 
country.  The  return  rccontly  made  to  Parlia- 
ment of  the  exports  of  copper  show  a  consider- 
able falling-off,  which  you  will  find  principally  to 
France  and  the  United  States,  both  of  whom  have 
imported  very  increased  quantities  of  copper  di- 
rect from  Chili.  These,  and  other  such  facts, 
show  the  danger  of  longer  delaying  the  repeal  of 
a  paltry  duty,  as  respects  the  revenue,  but  which 
is  so  injurious  to  this  and  other  important  in- 
terests." 

So  much  for  the  facts  that  have  been 
brought  forward  to  sustain  a  class  interest. 
About  two  years  ago,  a  friend  of  mine 
(Mr.  Fleming),  who  is  interested  in  cop- 
per mines  in  Missouri,  and  who  brought 
some  copper  ores  here,  assured  me,  if  our 
duty  was  removed  he  would  make  his  ar- 
rangements to  send  his  ores  to  England 
through  New  Orleans,  and  give  up  his 
smelting  works.  Now,  I  should  be  glad 
to  know,  as  we  are  large  exporters  of  cop- 
per, whether  the  interest  of  the  English 
copper  miner  will  be  more  injured  by  the 
foreign  ores  being  smelted  in  England, 
and  sent  out  to  compete  with  him  in  fo- 
reign markets,  or  whether  that  competi- 
tion which  fixes  the  price  will  not  be 
equally  severe  when  brought  against  him 
by  foreign  smelters,  as  only  the  same 
quantity  of  copper  will  be  wanted  ?  My 
conviction  is,  the  removal  of  the  duties 
will  do  him  no  injury  whatever,  or  throw 
any  hands  out  of  employment.  You  must 
recollect  that  the  foreigner  does  not  make 
us  a  present  of  his  ores — we  must  pay  for 
them  by  the  products  of  our  industry;  and 
if  it  even  should  throw  men  out  of  work  in 
Cornwall — but  which  I  do  not  admit — it 
will  give  in  any  event  employment  to 
hands  in  Birmingham,  and  other  manufac- 
turing towns,  in  preparing  returns,  and 
with  the  further  advantage  of  benefiting 
our  shipping  interest  in  bringing  the  ores 
here,  and  carrying  out  the  return  cargoes; 
and  it  must  never  be  lost  sight  of,  that 
to  whatever  country  those  copper  ores 
are  sent,  that  country  must  make  the 
returns  in  some  shape  or  other.  I  do 
not  deny  that  the  miners  in  Cornwall, 
and  their  workmen,  are  suffenng  at  this 
moment  from  the  general  depression  of 
trade;  so  are  other  important  interests, 
as  from  the  10th  July,  1847,  to  the  8th 
July,  1848,  English  wool  has  fallen  from 
III,  I6s,  Sd,  to  SI.  1 5s,  per  pack;  foreign 
flax,  per  ton,  from  53^.  Ids.  to  38^.  lO*.; 
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cotton  wool,  short  staple,  from  5|d.  to  3^d, 
per  lb.;  raw  silk  from  22s.  5|c?.  to  17*.  ^d. 
per  lb.;  pig  iron  from  il.  Is.  3d.  to  31.  Is. 
per  ton;  British  bar  iron  from  dl.  I5s.  to 
61.  17 s.  6d.  per  ton;  and  copper  from  98^. 
to  88?.  IO5.  per  ton,  which  is  a  much  less 
per  centage  than  any  of  those  other  arti- 
cles. I  shall  never  be  a  party  to  bolster 
up  any  class  interest  at  the  cost  of  the  na- 
tion; and  for  the  good  of  all,  the  sooner 
duties  are  removed  from  raw  materials  the 
better,  to  put  us  in  a  position  to  compete 
more  effectually  in  manufacturing  with 
other  nations.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
forget  the  advantages  of  the  subdivision 
of  labour,  climate,  and  localities;  in  fact, 
the  whole  system  of  protection  rests  upon 
a  rotten  foundation.  We  have  very  good 
tailors  in  London,  they  have  excellent  shoe- 
makers in  Stafford;  suppose  for  the  protec- 
tion of  native  industry,  we  compel  the 
tailor  to  make  his  own  shoes,  and  the  shoe- 
maker to  make  his  own  clothes,  would  not 
both  be  serious  losers  by  attempting  to  do, 
at  an  expenditure  of  labour,  cost,  and  time, 
what  the  other  could  do  much  better  for 
him  ?  This  is  protecting  native  industry ! 
Let  us  look  a  little  further;  we  can  gi'ow 
tobacco  in  England,  but  we  can  get  it 
much  cheaper  and  better  from  the  United 
States,  and  we  can  furnish  them  with 
many  articles  of  our  industry  on  better 
terms  than  they  can  afford  to  make  them. 
I  ask,  will  common  sense  refuse  to  make 
those  beneficial  exchanges,  or  must  we 
punish  ourselves,  by  extending  more  of 
our  industry  and  talent  than  is  necessary 
to  procure  those  articles  which  we  require? 
Fortunately,  the  nation  has  become  too  en- 
lightened, longer  to  bolster  up  that  false 
system  of  protection  called  native  industry, 
but  once  and  for  ever  has  thrown  it  to  the 
winds. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  opposed  the  Amendment. 
Unless  the  copper  manufacturers  of  this 
country  had  the  raw  material  as  cheap  as 
the  foreigner,  it  was  impossible  they  could 
compete  with  him,  or  hope  long  to  enjoy 
the  superiority  in  smelting  which  this  coun- 
try possessed  at  present.  He  denied  that 
the  smelting  trade  was  a  monopoly,  for 
any  person  who  had  adequate  capital  might 
engage  in  it. 

Mr.  CAREW  felt  bound  to  state,  that 
the  mining  community  in  the  eastern  divi- 
sion of  Cornwall  were  suffering  the  greatest 
distress,  aud  he  had  several  documents  in 
his  possession  which  would  fully  bear  out 
this  statement.  He  had  been  assured  that 
the  great  bulk  of  the  population  in  the  min- 


ing districts  of  Cornwall  would  not  find  em- 
ployment if  this  Bill  passed,  as  the  mines 
could  not  be  worked,  and  there  would  be 
no  occupation  for  them  in  the  agricultural 
portions  of  the  county. 

Mb.  E,  turner  was  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  Bill.  He  denied  that  any  peti- 
tions of  any  consequence  had  been  present- 
ed from  the  mining  districts  of  Cornwall 
against  it.  Indeed,  he  believed  that  tho 
great  mining  interest  of  Cornwall  was  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  of  the  Qo?eni- 
ment. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  word  **  now**  stand  part  of  the  ques- 
tion : — Ayes  77;  Noes  21  :  Majority  56. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  H.  E. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Barkly,  H. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.T. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  II.  F. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brockraan,  E.  D. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Buller,  C. 

CampbeU,  hon.  W.  F. 
Childcrs,  J.  W. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Divett,  E. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Viact, 
Ewart,  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Greene,  J. 
Grcnfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 
Ileywood,  J. 
IIobhouse,rt.  hon. Sir  J. 
Iloblumsc,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Jorvis,  Sir  J. 
Laboucliere,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Mathcson,  Col. 
Maulc,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 


Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Oglo,  S.  C.  II, 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pochell,  Capt. 
l*igott,  F. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  n. 
Romilly,  Sir"  J. 
Salwoy,  Col. 
Suholeficld,  W. 
Seymour,  Sir  H. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L, 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somer  ville,rt.  hon.SirW. 
Spearman,  U.  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanton,  W.  U. 
Talfourd,  Son. 
Tancrod,  H.  W. 
Tcnison,  E.  K. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
ToUcmache,  hon. 
Turner,  E. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Willcox.  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson.  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 

TELLERS. 

Tufnell,  H. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 


F.J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstoy,  T.  C. 
Broadley,  U. 
CabbcU,  B.  B. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
FitzGcrald,  W.  R.  S. 
Forbes,  W. 


Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W, 
Ilonley,  J.  W. 
liildyard,  T.  B,  T. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Knox,  Col. 
Morgan,  0. 
Kewdegate,  C.  N. 
Scymer,  II.  K. 
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Sturt,  H.  G. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  II.  R.  H. 


Willoughby,  Sir  H. 

TELLEKS, 

Wyld,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 


Bill  read  a  second  time. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  August  29, 1848. 

MiNUTfcs.]  Sai  Jirst,— The  Lord  Ashburton,  after  the 
Death  of  his  Father. 

Public  Bills. — 1*  Postage  on  Newspapers  (Channel  Is- 
lands); Royal  Military  Asylum;  Taxing  Masters,  Court 
of  Chancery  ((rpland). 
2*  Poor  Law  Auditors  Proceedings  Restriction ;  Commons 
Inclosure   Act   Amendment ;    Controverted   Elections ; 
Dublin  Police;  TrassflBr  of  Landed  Property  (Ireland); 
Nuisances  and  Contagious  Diseases ;  Fever  (Ireland). 
Reported. — Poor  Law  Auditors  Proceedings  Restriction; 
Sheep  and  Cattle  Importation  Prohibition ;    Sheep  and 
Cattle  Contagious  Disorders  Prevention;  Sugar  Duties; 
Labouring  Poor  (Ireland). 
S*  and  passed :— Poor  Law  Auditors  Proceedings  Restric- 
tion;   Reproductive  Loan  Fund   Institution  (Ireland). 

PSTiTioKS  Prbskntko.  From  Members  of  the  Notting- 
ham Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  in  favour  of  the  Provident 
Associations  Fraud  Prevention  Bill. — From  Mattcrdale, 
against  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays. — 
From  a  Congregation  of  Genaral  Baptists,  that  Persons 
objecting  to  take  an  Oath,  may  be  allowed  to  make 
Affirmation  instead. — From  Wray,  Bolton,  and  Machyn- 
lleth, in  favour  of  the  Charity  Trust  Regulation  BilL— 
From  Members  of  the  Health  of  London  Association, 
against  the  City  of  London  Sewers  Bill. — From  Barn- 
staple, against  the  present  Ecclesiastical  Law. — From 
Clergymen  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land, for  the  Introduction  of  a  Clause  to  Recognise 
Formally  the  Thirty-nine  Articles. 

NUISANCES  AND  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES 
BILL. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
moving  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Se- 
cond Reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  the  mea- 
sure was  intended  to  make  provisions  of  a 
more  effectual  and  more  permanent  cha- 
racter than  those  under  the  Temporary  Act. 
The  object  of  this  Bill  was  twofold :  first, 
to  give  more  effectual  powers  for  abating 
nuisances;  and,  second,  to  provide  more  ef- 
fectual means  for  preventing  the  spread  of 
contagious  disorders.  After  explaining 
some  of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and  pointing 
out  wherein  it  differed  from  the  former  Bill, 
the  noble  Marquess  observed,  that  it  gave 
power  to  the  Privy  Council  to  authorise  the 
Board  of  Health  to  issue  orders  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  rules  and  regulations 
on  the  appearance  of  any  contagious  dis- 
ease. Of  all  the  measures  passed  during 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament — and 
some  were  most  important — with  regard  to 
the  general  sanitary  condition  of  the  coun- 
try, none  was  more  immediately  calculated 
to  meet  the  apprehension  which  was  known 


to  exist,  and  which  naturally  existed,  as 
to  the  probable  approach  of  the  cholera 
morbus  to  this  country.  He  was  happy 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  stating  that 
which  he  thought  was  well  calculated  ma- 
terially to  allay  that  apprehension,  that, 
although  there  had  been  a  great  conflict  of 
opinion  as  to  whether  this  was  a  contagious 
disorder  or  not,  he  could  undertake  to  say, 
without  venturing  to  give  their  Lordships 
any  opinion  of  his  own  upon  the  subject, 
that  the  result  of  inquiries  which  had  taken 
place  during  the  first  and  subsequent  visi- 
sitations  of  this  complaint,  had  induced 
many  of  those  who  had  believed  it  to  be 
contagious,  to  alter  their  opinion,  and  to 
consider  it  epidemic.  A  person  of  eminent 
skill,  who  had  recently  visited  Russia, 
where  the  cholera  prevailed,  had  come 
back  impressed  with  the  opinion  that  it 
was  epidemic  only,  and  not  contagious; 
and  he  had  collected  some  valuable  facts 
and  observations  in  support  and  confirma- 
tion of  this  opinion.  The  phenomena  which 
had  been  observed,  as  connected  with  the 
disorder,  showed  that  its  causes  were  at- 
mospheric; that  it  was  influenced  by  the 
exhalations  of  rivers,  the  currents  of  air, 
and  certain  meteoric  changes  and  vicissi- 
tudes; that  the  disturbing  causes  which 
promoted  the  disorder  resided  principally, 
if  not  altogether,  in  the  atmosphere.  He 
thought  that  the  present  Session  should 
not  terminate  without  some  precautionary 
measure  to  guard  against  whatever  might 
accelerate  the  progress  of  this  disorder, 
and  he  therefore  hoped  this  Bill  would  re- 
ceive the  favourable  attention  of  their 
Lordships. 

Bill  read  2». 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  August  29, 1848. 

MiitoTis.]    Public  Bills.— 1^  Poor  Law  Auditors  Pro- 

oeedings  Restriction. 
Reported,— Voit  Horse  Licenses,  dec. ;  Lock-up  Houses  | 
Spirits  (Dealers in);  British  SpiriU  Warehousing;  Dia- 
tilling  from  Sugar. 
30  and  passed:— Royal  Military  Asylum;  Postage  on 
Newspapers  (Channel  Islands,  ^cc);  Taxing  Masters, 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland) ;  Diplomatic  Relations  with 
the  Court  of  Rome;  Slare  Trade  (Equator) ;  Drainage 
Certificates. 

Pbtitions  Prssbntbd.  By  Mr.  Brotherton,  from  David 
Boswell  Reid,  M.D.,  respecting  the  New  Houses  of 
Parliament.—By  Sir  Henry  Willoughby,  from  the  Inha- 
bitants of  Padiham,  Lancashire,  against  the  Adoption  of 
Vole  by  Ballot— By  Mr.  Bemal,  from  Inhabitants  of  SU 
Austell,  and  iu  Vicinity,  in  the  County  of  Cornwall,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land Clergy.— By  Sir  Edward  Buxton,  ttGta  the  Rer. 
Thomas  Harvey,  M.A.,  of  Vane  Rectory,  near  Rayleigh, 
in  the  County  of  Enex,  for  Inquiry  respecting  bis  Grier- 
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anoes. — By  Colonel  Thompson,  from  John  Snooke,  of 
91,  Wardour  Street,  Westminster,  respecting  a  Life 
Boat  which  he  has  Invented.— By  Sir  Denhara  Norreys, 
from  the  Grand  Jurors  of  the  County  of  Roscommon, 
for  Inquiry  into  the  Working  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland). 
— By  Sir  William  Clay,  from  the  Ratepayers  of  the 
Parish  of  St.  Leonard,  Shorcditch,  in  favour  of  the 
Public  Health  Bill.— By  Sir  Henry  Willoughby,  from 
the  Superintending  Committee  of  the  London  Provident 
Institution,  Moorfields,  against  the  Savings  Banks  Bill. 

DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS  WITH  THE 
COURT  OF  ROME  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading 
read. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said:  Sir,  I  have  to 
move  that  the  Bill  he  read  a  Third  Time 
this  day  three  months,  and  as  this  Bill  has 
been  resisted  hy  some,  on  peculiar  grounds, 
I  am  desirous  to  state  clearly  and  candidly 
the  exact  reasons  which  influence  me  in  giv- 
ing to  it  a  decided  but  a  constitutional  op- 
position. It  is  presented  for  our  adoption 
in  this  way — "  Here  is  a  State,**  it  is  said. 
**  with  which  it  is  important  we  should 
have  diplomatic  intercourse;  that  such  in- 
tercourse has  been  carried  on  in  an  under- 
hand manner  hitherto;  it  should  be  open 
and  avowed.  The  law  which  regulates  it 
has  been  doubtful,  and  should  be  made 
clear,  in  conformity  with  usage  and  rea- 
son." And  then  it  is  stated  that  this  is 
opposed  by  stale  and  bigoted  prejudices, 
which  are  at  variance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
times  in  which  we  live.  In  the  first  place, 
I  answer,  no  case  has  been  stated  requiring 
any  legislation  to  facilitate  our  intervention 
in  the  affairs  of  Italy.  I  have  the  high 
authority  of  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs,  that,  in  refer- 
ence to  such  a  purpose,  this  measure  would 
be  not  merely  useless,  but  objectionable; 
and  after  what  has  taken  place  in  this 
House,  I  cannot  for  a  moment  doubt  that 
it  is  not  for  the  sake  of  Italy  this  Bill  is 
now  forced  upon  us  by  the  mere  power  of 
Government.  It  is  abundantly  evident 
that  the  real  object  is  to  facilitate  a  policy 
which  proposes  to  make  use  of  an  influence 
which  may  seriously  affect  the  character  of 
the  constitution,  the  lawful  supremacy  of 
the  Sovereign,  and  the  allegiance  of  the 
people.  On  this  principle,  I  have  through- 
out consistently  opposed  this  Bill.  I  ab- 
stained from  any  interference  in  Commit- 
tee, except  so  far  as  I  supported  by  my 
vote  the  Amendments  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth,  regarding  them  merely  as 
tests  of  the  real  motives  of  the  Minister; 
and  on  mature  consideration  of  the  state- 
ments made,  the  statements  suppressed, 
and  the  votes  which  have  been  given,  I 


am  bound  to  say,  in  the  language  of  tho 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  **  We  are  legislating  under  false 
pretences.**  So  far,  then,  as  the  affairs 
of  Italy  or  the  character  of  England  required 
legislation,  I  think  I  havo  disposed  of  the 
case  of  the  promoters  of  this  Bill;  and  I 
would  say  this — that  however  unconstitu- 
tional such  a  measure  would  be  if  the  real 
purpose  were  expressly  avowed  upon  tho 
face  of  the  Bill — however  plainly  it  would 
then  violate  those  great  principles  which 
are  coeval  with  the  constitution — solem- 
nised by  the  Reformation — and  sealed  by 
the  Act  of  Settlement;  tenfold,  truly,  is 
the  objection  increased,  when,  under  pre- 
tence of  open  legislation,  the  purpose  is 
concealed  under  language  which  is  to  be 
exceeded,  and  which  may  afford  more  con- 
venient shelter  for  a  Papal  diplomacy,  such 
as  never  has  been  attempted  with  impunity 
by  any  former  Government  in  this  country. 
To  put  a  true  value  upon  this  Bill  at  the 
present  period,  it  is  necessary  shortly  to 
refer  to  its  history.  It  grew  out  of  the 
mission  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal.  He  was 
accredited  to  all  the  Italian  States,  except 
the  Papal ;  it  was  supposed  that  he  could 
not  be  accredited  there  by  reason  of  the 
law  of  this  country — to  remove  such  an 
obstacle  was  the  object  this  Bill  first  avow- 
ed. Let  me  here  observe,  that  whatever 
impediments  obstruct  the  desired  inter- 
course, they  originate  with  Rome,  and  not 
with  England.  The  claim  of  the  Pope  to 
ecclesiastical  supremacy  conflicts  with  the 
common  law  of  this  country,  of  which 
the  supremacy  of  our  Monarch  is  a 
part:  it  conflicts  with  the  Reformed  re- 
ligion, which  regards  this  claim  as  a 
usurpation  of  Divine  sovereignty ;  and  in 
both  respects  it  conflicts  with  the  founda- 
tion of  the  Throne  as  it  is  fixed  by  the  Act 
of  Settlement.  Before  the  Reformation  it 
was  allowable  to  negotiate  with  the  Pope, 
but  merely  as  a  temporal  prince.  The 
limitation  shows  the  rule  of  the  constitu- 
tion. The  practical  difficulty  of  separat- 
ing the  spiritual  and  temporal  authority 
seems  even  then  to  have  been  felt;  it  is 
solved  rather  by  casuistry  than  by  com- 
mon sense;  it  is  increased  of  course  by  the 
Reformation,  and  since  the  Revolution; 
and  so  long  as  this  claim  is  persevered  in 
by  the  Pope,  it  is  not  possible  for  us,  con- 
sistently with  the  very  essence  of  our  con- 
stitution, to  avoid  the  difficulty  which  is 
peculiar  to  the  question  of  Papal  diplo- 
macy. No  doubt  it  was  not  unlawful  to 
negotiate  with  tho  Pope,  when  he  simply 
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treated  witlius  as  a  temporal  pnneo;  and 
before  and  since  the  Reformation  the  oc- 
casional intercourse  seems  to  have  been 
conducted  on  that  principle.  I  entirely 
deny  the  assumption  that  it  was  under- 
hand or  unlawful,  so  long  as  it  was  con- 
fined in  the  manner  which  I  have  stated. 
It  did  not  go  beyond  the  particular  emer- 
gency, nor  did  it  violate  the  law;  the  man- 
ner of  it  showed  a  real  deference  to  the 
principles  of  our  constitution  and  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people.  But  it  is  now  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  to  set  up  a  standing  sys- 
tem of  diplomacy  with  the  Court  of  Rome; 
it  has  no  reference  to  any  proper  purpose, 
nor  anything  which  shall  forbid  negotia- 
tion, unless  where  the  Pope  consents  sim- 
ply to  appear  as  a  temporal  ruler.  The 
principle  of  the  law,  as  it  exists,  provides 
for  that.  The  language  of  the  present  Bill 
disturbs  and  confuses  that  principle,  and 
although  it  may  not  really  increase  the 
power  of  the  Government  in  reference  to 
diplomatic  intercourse,  it  certainly  afibrds 
greater  facility  for  infringing  the  law, 
which  never  has  been  doubted — which  for- 
bids any  recognition  of  the  Papal  author- 
ity beyond  the  limits  of  its  Italian  territory. 
What  doubts  is  this  Bill  intended  to  re- 
move ?  Is  it  as  to  intercourse  with  the 
Pope  as  a  temporal  ruler?  That  inter- 
course is  not  what  is  really  sought;  and 
what  are  called  doubts,  even  in  that  case, 
are  merely  the  difficulties  which  spring 
from  the  feelings  of  the  people.  Is  it  in- 
tercourse with  the  Pope,  as  claiming  Di- 
vine sovereignty  over  the  world,  to  ask 
his  aid  in  governing  the  subjects  of  our 
Monarch's  dominions  ?  When  and  by 
whom  has  it  been  doubted  that  such  inter- 
course is  unlawful  ?  Where  is  our  oath 
against  that  supremacy,  and  why  are  we 
pledged  to  swear  it  ?  Because  we  affirm 
thereby  the  fundamental  principle  of  the 
constitution;  and,  in  the  language  of  Sir 
M.  Hale,  by  that  recognition  we  unrivet 
Papal  usurpation.  The  Roman  Catholic 
swears  that  the  Pope  has  no  temporal  power 
directly  or  indirectly  in  this  realm;  and 
though,  on  the  principle  of  toleration,  he 
is  not  compelled  to  deny  the  spiritual  head- 
ship of  the  Pope  over  his  Church,  it  is  an 
influence  which  the  constitution  cannot 
further  recognise;  just  as  it  must  tolerate 
the  Repealer  or  the  Chartist,  but  could  not 
stoop  to  share  the  sovereignty  with  the  pe- 
culiar principles  of  either.  I  do  not  advert 
to  any  reasons  that  are  not  strictly  consti- 
tutional :  there  are  considerations  of  reli- 
gious feeling,  as  powerful  as  they  are  pro- 


found— as  sensitive  as  they  are  strong;  but 
I  am  conscious  that  it  would  not  be  consis- 
tent with  the  fair  exercise  of  my  privilege, 
nor  with  a  high  sense  of  duty,  to  wound 
even  the  prejudice  of  any,  when  I  contend 
here  for  a  due  respect  to  the  feelings  of  a 
large  body  of  the  people.  In  reference  to 
Ireland,  it  is  impossible  to  regard  this 
measure  without  deep  anxiety  and  appre- 
hension. The  noble  Lord,  who  is  about 
to  visit  my  native  country  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
— the  noble  Lord  may,  perhaps,  be  re- 
minded that  the  first  conspirators  against 
its  liberties  and  its  early  Christian  faith 
were  England's  Monarch  and  the  Pope  of 
Rome.  He  may  trace  the  course  of  events 
until  Sir  John  Davis  tells  us,  *•  that  when 
the  Irish  had  once  resolved  to  obey  the 
King,  they  made  no  scruple  to  renounce 
the  Pope;*'  and  he  may  yet  conclude  that 
it  is  consistent  with  the  great  principles  of 
the  English  constitution,  neither  to  allow 
united  sovereignty  nor  divided  allegiance. 
These  are  the  grounds  on  which  I  have 
hitherto  opposed  the  Bill,  and  on  which  I 
still  continue  to  give  it  my  opposition. 
Seeing  that  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended  was  not  avowed,  I  think  it  better 
to  meet  the  enemy  in  the  first  place,  and 
declare  that  such  a  course  is  inconsistent 
with  British  legislation,  and  will,  if  not 
efi^ctually  stopped,  prove  detrimental  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE S  said,  he  should  not 
have  ventured  to  address  the  House  im- 
mediately after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin,  had  he  not  known  that  his 
hon.   and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Reading    (Mr.     Serjeant    Talfourd)    was 
prepared  to  supply  any  deficiency  in  his 
reply  to  the  legal  arguments  which  had 
just  been  addressed    to  the  House.     He 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  otfensive  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin;  but  it  did  appear  to  him 
that  he  had  quibbled  considerably  upon  the 
word  "constitution."      He  believed   that 
the  English  constitution  did  not  in  any  way 
admit  or  recognise  the  interference  of  the 
Papal  authority  with  the  ecclesiastical  au- 
thority of  this  realm.     But  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
go  to  this,  that  every  time  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hierarchy  of  this  country  manifested 
any  submission    to  the   Papal   authority, 
they  did  something  that  was  illegal  and 
unconstitutional;  nay,  his  arguments  went 
so  far  as  to  justify  and  to  render  it  logi- 
cally necessary  that  all  the  violence  and 
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atrocities  that  had  ever  been  inflicted 
upon  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  country 
should  be  put  into  requisition  again.  He 
maintained  that  an  Englishman  was 
permitted,  by  the  laws  and  coDstitution 
of  this  country,  to  submit  his  judgment 
in  religious  matters  to  whatever  autho- 
rity he  chose.  Protestants  might  re- 
gard that  authority  as  false;  they  might 
condemn  his  submission  as  slavish;  but 
Btill  the  right  to  do  so  unrestrictedly  was 
undoubtedly  his.  And  if  the  right  was 
not  impugned,  why  should  the  Protestant 
Members  of  that  House  say  that  it  was  an 
infringement  of  the  fundamental  laws  and 
constitution  of  this  country  for  the  millions 
of  Roman  Catholics  in  this  country  to  ac- 
knowledge the  Pope  as  their  supreme  ec- 
clesiastical authority  ?  Ho  could  not  re- 
cognise the  law  as  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin.  He  maintained  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  this  country  had,  by  this  coun- 
try's laws  and  constitution,  as  much  right 
to  enjoy  their  religious  opinions  as  he  had 
to  enjoy  his  Protestant  opinions.  If  public 
order  was  broken,  the  offenders  would  be 
punished,  not  for  holding  any  particular 
religious  opinions,  but  because  they  had 
disturbed  the  public  peace.  Even  in  the 
gloomiest  times — shameful  times,  indeed, 
for  Protestantism  to  look  back  to— when 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion  was  persecut- 
ed in  this  country,  the  Roman  Catholic 
was  punished,  not  for  holding  such  and 
such  opinions,  but  because  such  and  such 
opinions  were  regarded  as  likely  to  lead  to 
the  disturbance  of  the  public  peace.  The 
Government  had  found  it  necessary  to 
enter  into  diplomatic  relations  with  the 
Court  of  Rome;  but  it  had  been  doubted 
whether  such  intercourse,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  law,  would  bo  legal.  No  less 
eminent  a  legal  authority  than  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst,  when  he  filled  the  office  of  Attorney 
General,  declared  to  Mr.  Canning,  who  was 
desirous  of  establishing  such  relations,  that 
the  law  as  it  stood  would  not  sanction  any 
intercourse  with  Rome.  He  had  heard 
that  Lord  Lyndhurst  had  since  retracted 
that  opinion;  but  it  would  not  be  decorous 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  so  important  a  question  as  this,  to  act 
without  distinct  legal  sanction,  and  there- 
fore it  was  that  this  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced. He  believed  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Napier)  would 
find  that  there  wore  many  persons  in  this 
country  who  were  opposed  to  all  inter- 
<K>urBe  with  Rome,  political  as  well  as  reli- 


gious. Their  opposition  was  inspired  by 
fanaticism,  and  nothing  else.  He  hardly 
thought  it  necessary  to  protest  against  the 
fanatic  spirit  by  which  the  progress  of  this 
Bill  was  impeded  at  a  time  when  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Lord  Palmcrston)  had  undertaken  a  great 
work  of  pacification — and  he  beheved  that 
England  loved  peace  as  much  as  she  ab- 
horred war — when  he  had  taken  the  course 
of  a  great  and  virtuous  Minister,  it  did  ap- 
pear to  him  (Mr.  Milnes)  that  it  was  most 
unreasonable  for  any  one  in  that  House  to 
say  that  he  should  be  impeded  in  the  ac- 
complishment of  that  great  work,  because 
one  of  the  means  of  accomplishing  it — diplo- 
matic relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome — 
was  distasteful  to  a  certain  portion  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Was  it  to  be  said 
that  his  noble  Friend  might,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  peace,  prevent  the  Austrian  army 
from  invading  Piedmont,  but  he  must  not 
bo  allowed  to  prevent  it  entering  the  Ro- 
man States;  that  he  might  check  the  ap- 
proach of  the  French  to  Vienna,  but  that 
he  roust  not  resist  them  at  Ancona;  that 
whilst  his  negotiations  may  take  place  in 
Northern  and  Southern  Italy,  there  is  an 
interval,  a  large  portion  of  the  middle  of 
that  great  country,  which  English  diplom- 
acy is  bound  absolutely  to  ignore,  and  with 
which  it  is  illegal  to  enter  into  diplomatic 
relations.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  this  measure  might  lead 
to  an  intercourse  with  the  Pope  in  his 
spiritual  capacity;  but  Her  Majesty *s  Go- 
vernment had  consented  to  a  modifiation 
of  the  Bill,  so  as  in  that  respect  to  meet 
the  objections  of  its  opponents  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  (Mr.  Milnes),  under 
such  circumstances,  could  not  consent  to 
this  system  of  continued  opposition  to  the 
Bill.  He  denounced  it  as  unjust  to  the 
feelings  of  the  great  majority  of  the  Pro- 
testants throughout  the  country,  whose 
feelings,  he  hoped  it  would  be  distinctly 
understood,  were  not  represented  by  those 
who  put  themselves  forward  in  that  House 
as  the  great  supporters  of  Protestant  prin- 
ciples. He  thought  such  restrictive  laws 
as  the  present  Bill  was  intended  to  remove, 
were  averse  to  the  true  principles  of  Pro- 
testantism, which  was  friendly  to  perfect 
toleration,  and  needed  not  such  support. 
He  thought  an  additional  reason  for  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  was  to  be  found  in  the 
present  state  of  Ireland.  The  policy  of 
this  country  there  had  been  forced  into 
a  different  channel  from  that  which  it 
formerly  traversed.     The  Roman  CaliiolicB 
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were  dealt  mih  on  terms  of  equality,  and 
their  prelates  treated  by  the  Government 
with  an  the  respect  due  to  their  dignified 
position.  An  Act  of  Parliament  recounted 
the  names  of  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
and  archbishops,  and  the  whole  current 
of  our  policy  and  legislation  of  late  years 
was  utterly  opposed  to  that  interpretation  of 
the  principles  of  our  constitution  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  fain  put  upon  it. 
He  thought  that  if  the  Papal  authority 
and  the  genuine  power  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic religion  were  brought  to  bear  upon 
Ireland,  neither  this  country  nor  that  would 
be  the  sufferer  by  it.  It  was  impossible 
for  them,  looking  out  as  they  were  for 
some  hold  on  the  unstable  and  excitable 
people  of  that  country,  trying  experiments 
here  and  there  to  control  and  regulate  them 
— to  disregard  altogether  the  Church  of 
the  majority  of  the  people — it  was  impos- 
sible for  them  longer  to  say  that  the  State 
could  take  no  cognisance  of  the  existence 
of  that  Church.  It  was  said,  that  the  Irish 
Catholic  Church  would  be  tampered  with  at 
Rome  through  our  Ambassador;  but  that 
could  be  more  efficiently  done  at  present 
through  Unavowed  agents.  In  a  word,  the 
Bill  was  demanded  by  the  special  circum- 
stances of  the  time;  and  he  trusted  one  of 
its  effects  would  be  the  settlement  of  Italy 
— ^the  suppression  of  war,  and  the  restora- 
tion of  tranquillity  to  that  country.  Peace 
was  the  dearest  wish  of  erery  Englishman; 
and  although  the  attempts  of  our  Govern- 
ment to  bring  about  peace  might  bo  frus- 
trated,  yet  it  would  be  a  gratification  to 
every  man  of  right  feeling  to  know  that 
the  British  Government  had  left  nothing 
untried  to  stop  the  effusion  of  blood  and 
restore  order. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  denied,  if  there  were 
secret  intrigues  carrying  on  at  Rome  by 
Ministers,  to  govern  Ireland  through  the 
Irish  Church,  that  that  could  justify  the 
Bill  before  the  House.  But  when  Minis- 
ters had  a  recognised  agent  at  Rome,  such 
as  this  Bill  went  to  appoint,  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Irish  Church  would  be 
most  materially  affected;  for  then  the  Irish 
prelates  and  clergy  could  hold  no  inter- 
course with  the  Holy  See,  unless  through 
the  medium  of  that  agent,  as  such  commu- 
nication would  still  be  interdicted  by  the 
third  section  of  this  Bill.  Parliament  had 
refused  to  pass  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill, 
which  would  have  thrown  open  that  inter- 
course to  all;  and  now  it  proposed  to  re- 
strict all  communication  with  the  centre  of 
Catholic  unity  to  the  Protestant  Ministers 


of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Therefore, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  was  wrong 
in  calling  this  a  measure  of  religious  tole- 
ration. The  hon.  Member  was  also  wrong 
in  stating  that  the  ecclesiastical  inter- 
course of  England  with  Rome  was  first 
prohibited  in  consequence  of  the  Papal 
bull  for  deposing  Queen  Elizabeth;  as  it 
was  the  fact  that  such  intercourse  was 
made  illegal  by  the  Act  of  Supremacy, 
which  was  passed  antecedently,  and  which 
led  to  the  issue  of  the  bull  in  question.  It 
was  also  a  mistake  to  conclude  from  the 
fact  of  no  resident  Minister  having  been 
sent  from  this  country  to  Rome,  that  the 
present  law  was  opposed  to  it.  The  truth 
was,  that  before  jealousies  arose  between 
the  two  Courts,  diplomatic  intercourse  was 
not  conducted  as  it  is  now.  There  were 
no  resident  Ministers  of  this  country  at  any 
foreign  Courts  until  within  a  very  recent 
period;  and  the  mode  in  which  the  inter- 
course with  Rome  was  now  carried  on  by 
this  country,  was  stfictly  in  accordance 
with  the  old  practice.  Whenever  anything 
was  wanted,  a  special  Envoy  went;  some- 
times it  was  Garter  King  at  Arms;  some- 
times (as  lately  happened)  a  Lord  Privy 
Seal.  There  was  then  no  wasteful  and 
mischievous  expenditure  on  what  was  now 
called  diplomatic  establishments.  And  so 
far  as  Rome  was  concerned,  the  wise  eco- 
nomy of  our  forefathers  was  not  yet  de- 
parted from.  He,  for  one,  wished  that 
they  might  continue  long  to  adhere  to  it  in 
that  instance,  and  to  apply  it  to  all.  The 
Bill  before  the  House  was  still  open  to  all 
the  objections  he  had  formerly  stated,  nay, 
it  was  more  open  to  them  than  ever;  and 
therefore  he  should  vote  against  it,  even  if 
he  divided  against  all  the  House.  It  was 
offensive  in  its  nature  to  the  Court  of 
Rome,  and  a  stigma  cast  on  the  Papal  pre- 
rogative by  this  country.  It  was  more.  It 
was  a  meMuro  framed  for  the  subjugation 
of  the  inaepcndent  Church  of  Ireland  to 
the  arbitrary  will  of  a  corrupt  Administra- 
tion, and  for  giving  into  the  hand  of  the 
Minister  another  potent  engine  for  disturb- 
ing peace  and  destroying  freedom  all  over 
the  world.  For  these  reasons  he  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  University. 

Mr.  Serjeant  TALFOURD  had  been 
an  attentive  listener  to  the  debate,  and 
watched  with  anxiety  the  progress  of  the 
Bill  through  every  stage.  He  had  main- 
tained an  entire  silence  up  to  this  time, 
not  from  any  indifference  to  the  Bill,  but 
because  there  seemed  to  be  quite  speakers 
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enough  without  liim  —  and  because  he 
thought  he  would  best  testify  his  regard 
for  the  precept  of  making  short  speeches 
by  the  example  of  making  no  speech  at  all. 
However,  having  now  reached  the  last 
stage  of  the  Bill,  he  would  trespass  for  a 
short  time  on  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  was  the  more  anxious  to  do  so,  as  he 
wished  to  explain  why  he  had  supported 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr.  Pearson). 
He  had  supported  that  Amendment,  not 
because  he  thought  it  necessary  to  protect 
the  subjects  of  the  British  Crown  from  any 
lurking  danger  in  the  Bill,  but  because  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  just  concession  to 
the  feelings  of  a  large  number  of  the  po- 
pulation of  this  country,  and  because  it 
would  remove  every  shadow  of  objection, 
and  every  scruple  which  the  most  sensitive 
could  entertain  upon  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill.  It  was  quite  immaterial  to  him  whe- 
ther this  Bill  was  enacting  or  declaratory — 
whether  the  doubts  which  it  was  intended 
to  remove  were  well  founded  or  not — there 
was  an  ambiguity  at  all  events  which  raised 
obstacles  to  that  sort  of  communication  with 
the  Pope  which  he  for  one  thought  de- 
sirable. When  he  found  the  Bill  finally 
adopted  without  a  division  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  of  which  the  Prelates  of  Eng- 
land were  the  distinguished  ornaments — 
when  he  found  it  sanctioned  by  the  practi- 
cal wisdom  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington — 
when  it  removed  ambiguities,  was  approved 
by  such  authorities,  and  amended  by  such 
wisdom,  he  did  not  consider  it  would  be 
wise  or  fitting  to  reject  it.  The  fact  was, 
that  a  European  Sovereign  was  placed  in 
such  a  position  as  to  render  intercourse  be- 
tween him  and  this  country  desirable.  If 
it  were  right  to  carry  on  that  intercourse 
secretly,  it  was  right  to  do  it  openly.  Di- 
plomatic relations  were,  after  all,  but  an 
extension  of  social  relations.  There  really 
was  nothing  dark  or  mysterious  in  the  Bill, 
the  language  of  which  was  plain  and  simple 
enough.  It  was  somewhat  surprising,  not- 
withstanding, to  see  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
express  such  fears  and  forebodings  of  its 
influence.  One  hon.  Gentleman  was  afraid 
it  would  make  the  Protestants  Papists; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Youghal  was  afraid  it  would  make  all  the 
Papists  Protestants.  [Mr.  Anstey  :  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.]  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not,  perhaps,  said  so  in  express 
words,  but  that  was  the  object  of  a  por- 
tion of  his  argument  against  the  measure. 
£[.e  was  old  enough  to  reiue|Q))^r  ^hat  when 


Dissenters  were  admitted  into  a  participa- 
tion of  civil  rights  with  their  fellow-sub* 
jects,  some  old  Dissenters  thought  such  a 
privilege  would  be  injurious  to  their  reli- 
gious belief  by  the  free  intercourse  which 
it  would  occasion.  He  desired  to  see  dip- 
lomatic relations  produce  that  very  unity 
which  he  once  heard  thus  described  by  a 
Dissenting  minister — not  the  unity  of  opin- 
ion in  the  bond  of  ignorance,  not  the  unity 
of  profession  in  the  bond  of  hypocrisy,  but 
the  unity  of  spirit  in  the  bond  of  peace. 
They  saw  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  ia 
this  country  under  an  aspect  which  no  one 
deplored  more  than  he  did — he  deplored 
the  secession  of  many  distinguished  Eng- 
hshmen  to  the  Church  of  Rome;  but  he 
could  not  help  this,  and  thought  the  po- 
sition of  that  Church  in  this  country,  in- 
vested as  she  was  with  all  the  graces  of 
adversity,  more  calculated  to  attract  than 
repel  high-spirited  minds.  On  the  other 
side  of  the  Channel  they  saw  the  Catholic 
priesthood  so  circumstanced  that  no  fair 
judgment  could  be  fonned  of  their  charac- 
ter or  motives.  No  one  could  doubt  that 
they  were  placed  in  a  situation  of  great 
difficulty — that  they  filled  a  post  of  the 
greatest  responsibility,  and  needed  the  ut- 
most forbearance.  Adversity  in  this  coun- 
try brought  forth  the  many  excellent  qua- 
lities of  those  excellent  men  who,  he  be- 
lieved, for  the  most  part  adorned  the  Ca- 
tholic faith.  But  then  let  them  turn  to 
countries  in  which  that  religion  was  tri- 
umphant ;  let  them  look  at  it  in  pride  and 
power,  as  it  was  enthroned  in  Milan,  or 
connected  with  the  glories  of  art  in  Flo- 
rence, or  surrounded  with  the  wonders  of 
Christian  and  Pagan  genius  in  Rome; 
and,  although  an  Englishman  might  be 
impressed  with  a  feeling  of  admiration  or 
astonishment,  he  believed  his  convictions 
of  the  truth  of  his  own  faith  would  be 
strengthened,  his  gratitude  would  be  the 
more  devout,  and  his  attachment  the  more 
sincere  to  that  Church  whose  doctrines 
were  plain  and  simple — which  observed  a 
happy  medium  between  the  baldness  of 
Dissent,  and  the  pomp  and  ceremony  of 
Catholicism.  Upon  what  principle  could 
wo  refuse  that  sort  of  intercourse  with  the 
Supreme  Head  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  which  we  accorded  to  the  Sultau 
and  the  Emperor  of  China  ?  How  did  it 
come  to  pass  that,  whilst  the  Protestant 
countries  of  Holland  and  Prussia,  and 
even  R^ussia  itself,  entered  into  diplomatic 
relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome,  we  alone 
Btop4  put  a  solitary  exception  to  the  great 
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Christian  family — the  only  nation  which 
would  keep  up  this  most  un-Christian 
stumhling-block.  He  thought  the  step 
was  a  right  step,  and  he  would  therefore 
take  it.  Some  expressed  fears  that  the 
step  would  lead  to  mischief;  but  every 
great  change  might  be  opposed  on  the 
same  ground — the  art  of  printing  might 
have  been  opposed  because  it  led  to  the 
dissemination  of  infidelity  and  disloyalty, 
lie  would  not  attempt  to  discern  mischief 
in  the  dim  distance  of  vision ;  it  was 
enough  for  him  to  see  that  there  was 
nothing  wrong  in  the  measure  itself — that 
it  was  meant  to  remedy  a  great  anomaly, 
to  make  that  certain  which  was  before 
doubtful,  to  render  that  open  and  honour- 
able which  was  before  dark  and  under- 
hand. He  would,  therefore,  give  his 
humble  but  unhesitating  support  to  the 
Bill,  believing,  as  he  did  in  his  conscience, 
that  there  was  really  no  danger  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  it — that  they  were  remo- 
ving an  impediment,  a  phantasm  of  law 
or  of  reality,  which  prevented  a  free  and 
honest  communion  of  mind ;  and  that,  in 
fine,  we  were  promoting  peace  and  good 
fellowship  between  the  inhabitants  of 
Christian  States. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  more 
poetical  than  argumentative,  and  could  not 
agree  in  his  sentiments.  It  was  a  difficult 
and  a  complicated  question.  From  the 
best  attention  he  had  given  to  the  subject, 
he  could  not  get  over  the  difficulties,  and, 
therefore,  he  would  be  constrained  to  op- 
pose it. 

Mr.  SHEIL  would  be  exceedingly  suc- 
cinct and  brief  in  his  statements,  and  would 
confine  himself  to  the  diplomatic  part  of 
the  question.  By  the  103rd  Article  of  the 
Congress  of  Vienna,  the  rights  of  the  Holy 
See  were  defined  and  secured.  England 
was  a  party  to  that  treaty.  The  name  of 
Clancarty — orthodox  to  this  House — was 
attached  to  that  treaty.  It  was  laid  before 
this  House,  and  there  was  not  a  single  re- 
monstrance to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty 
by  which  England  became  a  consenting 
party  to  the  securing  of  the  rights  of  the 
See  of  Rome.  Was  it  not,  then,  prepos- 
terous that  England  should  secure  to  the 
Pope  the  enjoyment  of  a  portion  of  his 
ecclesiastical  dominions,  and  yet  that  she 
should  deny  diplomatic  intercourse  with 
the  Power  of  which  she  was  the  virtual 
protector  ?  He  would  pass  then  from  1815 
to  1832.  At  the  accession  of  Gregory 
XVI.,  reforms  were  demanded    by  the 


Roman  people.  They  were  refused  by  the 
Pope — the  natural  consequences  ensued — 
revolt  broke  out  in  the  legations.  Austria 
seized  Bologna,  France  occupied  Ancona, 
and  Europe  was  on  the  verge  of  a  general 
war.  What  then  happened?  The  Four 
Powers — Russia,  Prussia,  France,  and 
Austria — concurred  in  a  remarkable  ap- 
plication to  England.  What  was  it  ? 
That  England  should  send  an  ambassador 
to  Rome,  that  so,  with  the  general  concur- 
rence of  the  Five  Powers,  a  final  and  satis- 
factory settlement  of  the  disputes  between 
the  Pope  and  his  subjects  might  be  made. 
England  had  not  the  power  to  send  an 
ambassador,  but  she  sent  an  envoy.  Sir 
Hamilton  Seymour  proceeded  from  Paris 
to  Rome.  He  had  now  before  him  the 
correspondence  which  took  place  between 
Sir  Hamilton  Seymour  and  Prince  Met- 
ternich.  The  conferences  lasted  for  four- 
teen months  with  a  view  to  make  the  best 
possible  arrangement  of  the  Papal  States. 
The  conference  terminated  in  failure;  but 
it  was  remarkable  that  Sir  Hamilton  Sey- 
mour addressed  a  despatch— dictated,  he 
presumed,  by  his  noble  Friend  beside  him 
(Viscount  Palmerston) — in  which  he  fore- 
told all  that  had  since  happened,  and  fore- 
saw that  from  Rome  the  disturbances  in 
Italy  would  sooner  or  later  burst  forth.  If, 
then,  in  1832  there  was  a  strong  reason  to 
send  a  representative  to  Rome,  surely,  in 
1848,  when  the  Pope  called  for  our  inter- 
vention, and  at  a  moment  when  Italy  was 
giving  birth  to  the  most  portentous  events, 
it  was  most  preposterous  that  we  should 
not  have  a  Minister  accredited  to  Rome — 
it  was  most  preposterous  that  we  should 
not  put  an  end  to  a  surreptitious  inter- 
course, which  was  a  practical  falsehold 
and  a  political  absiunlity. 

Mr.  URQUHART  said,  the  debate  com- 
pletely justified  the  grounds  of  opposition 
which  he  stated  when  the  Bill  was  first 
introduced — namely,  that  it  was  intend- 
ed by  means  of  this  Bill  to  use  the  Pope 
as  an  instrument  to  govern  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  of  Ireland,  in  de- 
pendence upon  the  English  Ministry.  The 
discussion  had  brought  out  two  conclusions 
—one,  that  all  the  legal  men  in  the  House 
concurred  in  opinion  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  state  of  the  law  to  prevent  merely 
secular  intercourse  with  Rome ;  and  the 
other,  that  there  was  some  secret  religious 
purpose  concealed  under  this  Bill,  which 
Ministers  did  not  dare  to  avow,  and  which 
would  be  in  complete  contravention  of  tho 
present  law.     He  bad  no  hesitation,  there- 
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foro,  in  declaring  that  tlio  Bill  was  brought 
in  under  false  pretences,  and  as  such 
ought  to  be  opposed. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  did  not  meet  with  his  approbation; 
but  he  could  not  understand  how  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  could  object  to  the 
measure  when  they  made  no  objection  to 
ambassadors  from  the  Sultan,  the  Great 
Mogul,  or  Shah  of  Persia.  If  he  had  any 
influence  with  the  Pope,  which  he  had  not, 
he  would  recommend  him  to  appoint,  as 
his  ambassador,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Youghal.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself, 
he  hailed  it  as  a  proof  that  bigotry  was 
declining,  and  he  was  sure  the  people  of 
Ireland  entertained  no  apprehensions  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  deprecated  the 
idea  that  seemed  to  pervade  the  mind  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pomfret,  that  zeal 
for  a  religious  principle  was  of  the  same 
nature  with  bigotry.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
thought  the  history  of  this  country  was  a 
proof  to  the  contrary.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  seem  to  understand  the  nature 
of  a  religious  principle,  or  he  treated  dif- 
ferent religions  as  alike — a  view,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  which  was  very  apt  to  infect 
those  who  had  travelled  much.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  itself,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friends  would  not  divide;  they  had  already 
divided  often  enough;  and  he  had  risen  only 
to  warn  Her  Majesty's  Government  that, 
though  by  rejecting  the  Amendments  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth,  they  may 
seem  to  have  a  loophole  for  carrying  out 
their  eovert  views,  still  they  would  bo  act- 
ing against  the  letter  of  the  Bill,  and 
against  the  intentions  of  the  House  ot 
Lords,  if  they  were  to  use  this  measure  as 
a  means  of  entering  into  spiritual  relations 
with  the  Roman  See.  Allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  conduct  of  Russia.  That 
country  alone,  of  all  the  Powers  of  Europe, 
had  been  able  to  resist  the  authority  of  the 
Pope.  Far  from  being  a  Conservative 
Power,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Pomfret 
had  asserted,  the  Pope  had  of  late  years 
proved  a  disturbing  influence  in  Europe. 
It  was  the  Pope  who  first  acknowledged 
the  new  French  Republic,  and  went  to  war 
with  Austria.  But  the  right  hon.  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Mint  said,  we  had  once  before 
interfered  in  the  affairs  of  the  Pope.  He 
did  not  object  to  that;  but  what  he  did 
object  to  was,  that  we  should  reciprocate 
that  intervention,  and  allow  the  Pope  to 
interfere  with  us. 

Mb,  J.  O'CONNELL  rose  to  state  the 


reasons  why  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire^ 
land  opposed  the  Bill,  namely,  first,  be- 
cause it  was  brought  forward  at  a  time 
when  the  Pope  was  in  political  difficulties, 
and,  therefore,  was  thought  to  be  ready  to 
accede  to  any  measure  of  this  nature;  and, 
secondly,  because  two  of  the  clauses  con- 
tained an  absolute  insult  to  the  Head  of 
their  Church. 

On  the  question  that  the  word  **  now  " 
stand  part  of  the  question. 

The  House  divided :  — Ayes  88 ;  Noes 
25:  Majority  63. 

List, of 

Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  Sir  F.  T. 
Bellow,  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Bernal,  R. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Buller,  C. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clay,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Currie,  H. 
Divett,  E. 
Drumlanrig,  Visct. 
Drummond,  II. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfcll,  C.  W. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hawos,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Uaytcr,  W.  G. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hobhouso,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
llobhouso,  T.  B. 
Uodges,  T.  L. 
Ilume,  J. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Keogh,  W. 
Kildare,  Marq 
Laboucherc,  rt.  hon.  II. 


the  Ates. 

Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 

Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
,    Mathoson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Oglo,  S.  C.  H. 
Palmerston,  Visct, 
Parker,  J. 
Pinncy.  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J, 
Salwcy,  Col. 
Scropo,  G.  P. 
Shoil,  rt.  hon.  II.  L. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,rt.hon.SirW. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Tancrcd,  U.  W. 
Tcnison,  E.  K. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J! 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Ward.  U.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TELLERS. 

Tufoell,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstoy,  T.  C. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Broadley,  H. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Dick,  Q. 
Duncan,  G. 


Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Goring,  C. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
UUdyard,  R.  C. 
Uood,  Sir  A. 
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Lacy,  n.  C. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Mastorman,  J. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
O'Connell.  J. 
Pigott,  F. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
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Sturt,  H.  G. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Vyso,  R.  II.  R.  ] 
Wyld,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Spoonor,  R. 
Napier,  J. 


CONSOLIDATED    FUND— ASSISTANT 
SURGEONS  (NAVAL). 

On  the  House  going  into  Committee, 
Mr.  WAKLEY  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  case  of  assistant  surgeons 
in  the  Navy,  who  were  required  hy  the 
Admiralty  regulations  to  he  very  highly 
educated,  hut  who  were  compelled  to  pass 
their  whole  period  of  service  as  assistant 
surgeons  in  the  midshipmen's  herth,  and 
mess  with  the  naval  cadets.  They,  there- 
fore, had  no  opportunities  of  prosecuting 
the  study  of  their  profession.  The  as- 
sistant surgeon  in  the  Navy  ought  to  he 
treated  in  the  same  manner  as  the  assist- 
ant surgeon  in  the  Army;  but  their  rela- 
tive positions  were  as  different  as  could  he 
conceived.  He  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
mess  in  the  ward  room  with  the  lieuten- 
ants. The  consequence  of  the  treatment 
received  by  this  class  of  gentlemen  was 
that  it  was  difficult  to  obtain  competent 
candidates  for  the  office.  A  cabin  was  ap- 
propriated to  the  admiral's  butler,  but  none 
to  the  assistant  surgeon.  Cabins  had  been 
found  also  for  the  first  engineer,  and  for 
the  gentleman  who  was  formerly  called 
•'schoolmaster,'*  but  who  was  now  digni- 
fied with  the  title  of  naval  instructor.  He 
expected  that  the  assistant  surgeons  would 
obtain  justice  from  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty. 

Captain  BERKELEY  denied  that  the 
assistant  surgeons  in  the  Navy  were  un- 
fairly treated.  The  subject  had  been  fully 
considered  by  former  Boards  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  by  a  Commission  appointed  for 
the  purpose,  and  they  had  decided  that 
there  were  practical  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  permitting  assistant  surgeons  to  mess 
in  the  ward  room.  A  cabin  was,  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commission,  ap- 
propriated, in  some  instances,  as  a  place 
for  study;  but,  instead  of  being  devoted  to 
that  purpose,  it  was  used  by  the  assistant 
surgeons  as  a  withdrawing  room,  where 
they  used  to  drink  more  wine  than  was 
allowed  to  be  drunk  at  the  mess.  With 
regard  to  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  candi- 
dates, he  could  only  state  that  since  the 
report  of  the  Commission  in  1840  no  less 
than  261  assistant  surgeons  had  entered 


the  Kavj.  This  was  a  matter  which  had 
better  be  left  to  the  direction  of  those  who 
had  the  practical  management  of  the  af- 
fairs of  the  Navy,  and  when  they  found, 
that  assistant  surgeons  were  not  to  be 
procured  it  would  be  time  enough  for  the 
Admiralty  to  inquire  into  the  reason  of  it. 

ISLAND  OF  TOBAGO. 

Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK  :  I  rise 
to  move — 

"  That  the  petition  of  the  Speaker  and  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Tobago,  [pre- 
sented 7th  August]  be  printed." 

There  is  now  before  the  House  a  mea- 
sure for  granting  a  loan  to  the  West  India 
Islands  and  the  Mauritius,  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  immigration  and  other  pur- 
poses. I  had  the  honour  to  present  a  pe- 
tition from  the  Speaker  and  Assembly  of 
Tobago,  in  which  they  complain  of  partial 
and  oppressive  poHcy  on  the  part  of  Earl 
Grey  in  refusing  them  any  share  in  any 
loan  that  may  be  granted  for  the  purposes 
of  immigration.  I  think,  therefore,  I  am 
not  out  of  place  in  insisting  upon  my  pri- 
vilege of  bringing  forward  this  question 
before  entering  upon  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  one  of  which  is  that  the  House  go 
into  Committee  to  consider  the  West  India 
Colonics  and  Mauritius  Loan  Bill.  The 
colony  of  Tobago  is  a  small  and  weak 
colony;  but  the  petitioners  express  their 
hope  that,  inasmuch  as  they  are  totally 
unrepresented  in  the  British  House  of 
Commons,  the  House  will  bo  more  disposed 
to  treat  them  with  leniency  and  liberality. 
They  complained  that  Earl  Grey  an- 
nounced in  the  despatch  which  he  for- 
warded in  answer  to  their  memorial — both 
which  answer  and  memorial  were  appended 
to  the  petition,  but  which  you.  Sir,  decided 
could  not  be  presented  to  the  House  in 
that  form — that  he  could  not  consent,  on 
two  grounds,  to  give  them  a  share  of  the 
loan.  One  ground  on  which  the  refusal 
rests,  is  the  allegation  that  the  island  of 
Tobago  had  not  previously  contributed  to 
the  immigration  of  free  labourers,  and 
that,  consequently,  the  parties  have  not 
the  same  title,  in  his  (Earl  Grey's)  opinion, 
to  relief  as  the  colonies  of  Trinidad  and 
British  Guiana.  But,  Sir,  these  peti- 
tioners complain  further  of  Earl  Grey,  that 
the  principal  ground  alleged  by  him  for 
the  refusal  of  any  assistance  to  Tobago  is, 
that  they  have  refused  the  supplies,  an  act 
to  which  their  poverty  and  not  their  will, 
impelled  them.     The  colony  of   Tobago 
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contains  about  13,000  inhabitants,  and  the 
expenditure  of  the  island  is  1 1 ,000Z. ;  and 
the  petitioners,  in  stating  this,  add  that 
the  value  of  the  produce  of  the  island,  in 
the  years  1831,  1832,  and  1833,  averaged 
183,000?.,  and  that  it  is  now  reduced  to 
much  less  than  one-half  of  that  sum,  whilst 
the  amount  of  the  taxes  and  of  the  expen- 
diture is  the  same.  But  as  regards  free 
immigration,  they  say  that,  though  they 
have  not  expended  any  money  in  the  im- 
portation of  free  labourers  into  the  island, 
they  have  suffered  very  much  by  the  com- 
petition which  has  seduced  labourers  from 
the  smaller  to  the  larger  islands.  In  this 
way,  they  say,  they  have  been  seriously 
injured.  But  Earl  Grey  sets  forth  another 
reason  why  Tobago  should  not  receive  a 
share  of  those  free  labourers  that  are  to  be 
transported  from  the  British  West  Indies 
at  the  expense  of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment ;  and  it  is  suggested  that  those 
islands  should  receive  those  immigrants 
which  offer  the  highest  wages  to  them. 
But  the  colonists  of  Tobago  set  forth  in 
their  petition  that  there  are  other  con- 
siderations of  higher  value  in  their  esti- 
mation than  the  mere  question  of  higher  or 
lower  wages.  They  state  the  great  num- 
ber of  places  of  public  worship,  and  of 
schools  in  connection  with  the  Established 
Church,  they  have  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  island, 
and  the  high  state  of  social  improvement 
exhibited  among  the  negroes  on  their 
plantations;  and  they  further  allege  that 
whilst,  in  1843,  tlie  return  of  houses  of 
freeholders  and  of  renters  of  plantations 
was  712,  the  number  has  increased,  in 
1847,  to  1,445;  so  that  the  renters  and 
freeholders  of  houses  attached  to  sugar 
estates  have  nearly  doubled  in  the  short 
period  of  four  years — a  circumstance  af- 
fording the  greatest  proof  that  could  be 
offered  of  the  high  state  of  the  social  in- 
stitutions of  Tobago,  and  giving  the  plan- 
ters and  proprietors  in  that  island  the 
strongest  claim  to  any  assistance  in  the 
shape  of  labour  that  could  be  afforded 
them.  They  have,  too,  another  claim  to 
equal  justice,  in  this  respect,  with  other 
colonies,  and  a  claim  which  I  must  say  I 
think  very  hard  to  answer,  namely,  that, 
if  it  be  true  that,  in  proportion  to  the  ex- 
tent of  their  lands  cultivated,  there  is  a 
larger  population  in  Tobago  than  in  British 
Guiana  and  Trinidad,  and  that,  when  slave 
compensation  was  given,  it  was  given  in 
proportion  to  the  population  of  the  islands, 
then  the  Tobago  proprietors  were  paid  at  a 


lower  rate  than  that  of  British  Guiana  and 
Trinidad;  and,  in  common  justice,  they  have 
now  a  claim  to  this  extent*,  that  if  you  are 
now,  in  your  generosity,  going  to  give  to 
the  British  possessions  in  the  West  Indies 
the  benefit  of  an  importation  of  labourers, 
they,  the  planters  of  Tobago,  should  have 
their  just  share  of  that  benefit.  And, 
though  I  cannot  speak  particularly  of  the 
island  of  Tobago  itself,  yet  I  could  show 
this  House  that  the  smaller  West  India 
islands  generally  suffer  equally  with  the 
larger  ones  by  the  reduction  of  the  price  of 
their  produce.  It  is  an  easy  matter  to 
get  up  in  Parliament  and  say,  that  these 
smaller  islands  require  no  assistance :  I 
think,  however,  that  I  have  given  proof  of 
the  way  in  which  these  lesser  islands  suffer 
by  the  general  reduction  of  the  value  of 
the  produce  of  the  West  Indies,  in  the 
diminished  importations  of  the  goods  they 
have  been  able  to  make  in  the  last  six 
months  of  the  year  1846,  as  compared 
with  the  first  six  months  of  the  same  year. 
But  there  is  still  another  claim  which  I 
think  Tobago  has  to  the  attention  of  this 
House.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
this  House  and  of  the  country,  that  Tobago 
has  been  made  the  subject  of  observation 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
to  the  effect  that  this  was  the  island  that 
ought  to  be  cited  as  a  proof  of  the  great 
prosperity  of  the  British  West  Indies 
under  the  present  law,  and  also  as  a  proof 
that  free  labour  was  cheaper  than  slave 
labour.  A  despatch  was  written  by  Major 
Greene,  in  the  early  part  of  the  year  1846, 
and  has  been  quoted  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session  as  a  proof  of  the  great 
prosperity  of  the  British  West  Indies,  in 
which  it  was  stated,  that  whereas  it  cost 
SI,  sterling  to  prepare  and  open  an  acre  of 
plantation  in  Tobago  by  slave  labour,  the 
same  was  now  done  with  free  labour  at  so 
little  cost  as  IL  lOs.  lOd.  Now,  it  was 
stated  in  the  same  despatch  that  Tobago 
was  an  island  peculiarly  favoured,  inas- 
much as  it  was  out  of  the  reach  of  hurri- 
canes, and  generally  free  from  those  risks 
and  hazards  to  which  other  islands  were 
liable — indeed,  that  it  was  not  only  with- 
out the  boundary  line  of  hurricanes,  but 
seldom  affected  by  earthquakes;  whilst  the 
rains  also  were  more  plentiful  there  than 
elsewhere.  The  despatch  also  stated  that 
its  forests  were,  unlike  those  of  other  colo- 
nics, more  abounding  in  singing  birds,  of 
beautiful  plumage,  and  more  exempt  from 
the  monkey  tribe.  But  it  did  so  happen 
that  Tobago  was  but  lately  ravaged  by  one 
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of  the  most  violent  hurricanes  that  ever 
devastated  a  country;  and  this  House,  in 
its  generosity,  has  voted  a  sum  of  50,000Z. 
in  consequence  of  that  terrific  calamity, 
under  which  two-thirds  of  the  buildings 
were  razed  to  the  ground,  together  with  a 
large  proportion  of  the  plantations  of  the 
island;  and  Major  Greene  had  to  take 
shelter  with  his  family  in  a  cellar,  and 
from  that  cellar  to  write  the  account  of  that 
dire  disaster,  from  the  like  of  which  it  had 
hcen  said  this  island  was  wholly  exempt.  I 
have,  then.  Sir,  thought  it  only  just  that, 
when  there  is  a  measure  before  the  House 
for  granting  relief  to  the  colonies,  atten- 
tion should  be  called  to  the  claims  of  these 
petitioners,  and  that  there  should  be  some 
expression  of  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Parliament,  in  order  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  may  know  that,  if  he  is 
disposed  to  visit  on  this  ruined  colony  his 
wrath,  for  that  it  is  not  in  a  condition  to 
furnish  the  supplies,  this  House,  at  all 
events,  will  not  bo  indiflfercnt  to  any  such 
proceeding;  and  in  calling  attention  to  this 
petition,  I  would  beg  to  ask,  if  it  is  in- 
tended that  the  Secretary  of  State  is  to 
have  despotic  power  to  distribute  as  he 
thinks  fit  a  loan  of  half  a  million  granted 
by  the  Commons  of  England;  and  to  be  at 
liberty  to  visit  his  wrath  on  every  colony 
which,  either  from  the  ruin  your  measures 
have  brought  upon  it,  or  from  scourges  in- 
flicted by  Providence,  should  be  unable  or 
unwilling  to  grant  supplies  to  maintain  the 
great  expenditure  to  which  these  British 
colonies  are  exposed  on  a  footing  on  which 
such  expenditure  might  have  been  toler- 
able when  the  produce,  revenues,  and  pro- 
fits of  these  islands  were  double  what  they 
are  now;  but  which  is  altogether  intoler- 
able now  that  you  have  reduced  by  your 
legislation  the  value  of  their  produce  below 
the  cost  of  production.  I  take  leave  to 
ask  you  whether,  if  Tobago,  small  and 
weak  of  itself,  is  to  be  subject  to  this  ban 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  you  propose 
that  Trinidad  and  Bntish  Guiana,  which 
also  threaten  to  stop  the  supplies,  are  to  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  with  Tobago  ? 
If  so,  for  what  purpose  are  wo  voting  this 
grant  of  50O,000Z.  ?  Is  it  to  be  swallowed 
up  by  some  servile  colony  that  never  showed 
any  independence,  or  exercised  the  right  of 
a  free  and  independent  people  to  stop  the 
supplies  when  they  think  they  have  suf- 
fered intolerable  grievances  ?  Sir,  I  know 
that  this  petition  has  been  printed  already, 
though  smothered  up  in  the  Appendix  to 
the  Votes;    but,  as  I  was  requested  to 
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bring  it  more  fully  under  the  notice  of 
Parliament,  by  moving  that  it  be  printed 
as  I  bave  proposed,  I  have  thought  it  my 
duty  to  make  these  few  remarks;  and  I 
have  now  only  to  add  that,  as  I  feel  I  shall 
have  answered  the  purpose  of  the  Assem- 
bly of  Tobago  by  having  thus  called  atten- 
tion to  their  petition,  I  shall  not  now  per- 
severe with  the  Motion  with  which  I  com- 
menced, and  which  I  will  now,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  beg  to  with- 
draw. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

EXCHEQUER  BILLS  B[LL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee, 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  this  was  a  Bill  to 
create  a  loan  of  2,000,000Z.,  and,  in  this 
time  of  peace,  to  add  permanently  to  the 
debt  of  this  country  60,000^  or  70,000Z. 
a  year,  as  well  as  to  borrow  money  by  an 
extravagant  and  expensive  mode.  He  in- 
tended to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
against  the  principle  involved  in  it  of  bor- 
rowing money  at  all  in  time  of  peace.  It 
would  perhaps  be  recollected  that  early  in 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament,  on  the 
25th  of  February,  he  had  urged  the  Go- 
vernment to  reduce  the  expenditure  withhi 
the  revenue — the  deficiency  in  the  revenue 
being  then  about  2,900,000^,  and  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  necessity 
of  Hmiting  the  expenditure  to  the  actual 
income  of  the  year;  or,  if  they  could  not 
do  that,  to  the  propriety  of  providing,  by 
taxation,  to  meet  the  excess  that  had  to 
be  supplied.  On  that  occasion,  however, 
the  numbers,  when  the  division  was  taken, 
were  157  for  continuing  the  heavy  expen- 
diture, against  59  for  his  proposition. 
Foiled  in  that,  on  the  1 3th  of  March  he 
held  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary, 
whilst  they  were  continuing  the  income- 
tax,  that  that  tax  should  be  limited  to  one 
year,  and  that,  in  the  mean  time,  the  Go- 
vernment should  examine  all  their  esti- 
mates, and  endeavour  to  reduce  the  expen- 
diture within  the  amount  the  tax  would 
warrant.  The  House,  however,  diiferod 
from  him,  and  363  Members  voted  against 
his  Motion,  showing,  he  must  confess,  a 
most  unequivocal  determination  to  continue 
the  tax,  and  to  oppose  the  inquiry  that  was 
so  much  required.  Again,  on  the  20th  of 
March,  he  proposed  to  reduce  the  number 
of  men  to  be  voted  for  the  Navy  from 
43,000  to  36,000,  intending,  at  the  proper 
time,  also  to  propose  to  reduce  the  number 
to  bo  voted  for  tho  Army,  as  well  as  to 
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propose  a  general  redaction  of  the  whole 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  country.  The 
Ministry  had  again  a  majority  of  347, 
whilst  only  38  Memhers  voted  with  him- 
self. On  the  24th  March,  again,  an  hon. 
Memher  submitted  to  the  House  the  pro- 
priety of  limiting  the  public  expenditure  to 
a  considerable  extent,  by  withdrawing  the 
squadron  from  the  coast  of  Africa,  which  was 
not  only  utterly  useless,  but  was  producing 
incalculable  horrors  for  the  unhappy  race 
in  whose  behalf  it  was  placed  there.  That 
Motion,  which  was  for  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  on  the  subject,  was  resisted  by  216 
votes,  and  supported  only  by  80.  He  had 
always  objected  even  to  the  principle  of 
taxation  at  a  time  when  their  expenditure 
was  capable  of  reduction;  and  when  the 
first  vote  for  the  Army  was  proposed,  and 
the  number  of  men  to  be  voted  was 
113,000,  ho  proposed  to  limit  the  number 
to  100,000;  but,  on  a  division,  the  large 
number  was  supported  by  293  Members, 
39  only  supporting  the  proposed  reduction. 
So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  then,  he  had 
held  by  the  principle,  and  had  acted  upon 
it,  that  no  debt  should  ever  be  incurred  in 
time  of  peace,  except  on  some  extraordi- 
nary occasion,  such,  for  instance,  as  the 
late  famine  in  Ireland,  which  constituted 
an  exception  to  the  general  rule.  But 
now  Ministers  came,  with  a  deficit  of 
nearly  3,000,000Z.  in  reality,  and  proposed 
a  loan.  He  looked  with  great  alarm  to 
the  fact  of  the  country  thus  going  on,  in 
a  time  of  peace,  adding  to  its  permanent 
debt,  particularly  when  commerce  was  not 
flourishing,  and  when  the  great  increase  in 
poor-rates  and  decrease  of  profits  were 
considered.  To  proceed  in  -this  way  would 
lead,  in  the  end,  to  inevitable  disaster.  It 
had  been  admitted  that  taxation  had  been 
carried  to  the  utmost  limit  the  country 
could  bear.  With  these  facts  before  them, 
therefore,  was  it  not  important  to  consider 
whether  the  Government  ought  not  to  have 
reduced  the  general  expenditure  ?  A  great 
increase  had  taken  place  since  1826.  He 
complained,  not  only  of  the  great  amount  of 
debt  that  had  been  incurred,  but  also  of  the 
management  of  their  finances  having  been 
against  principle.  Borrowing  was  not  a 
provision — it  was  the  act  of  spendthrifts. 
Looking  at  the  state  of  the  crops  in  this 
country,  but  more  particularly  in  Ireland, 
as  well  as  at  the  general  state  of  trade,  he 
did  not  think  next  year's  prospect  flatter- 
ing; and  the  time  had  arrived  when  that 
House  must  grapple  with  the  great  diffi- 
culty that  presented  itself.    The  scale  of 


the  public  establishments  was  beyond  what 
was  either  necessary  or  prudent.  When 
he  looked  at  the  expense  of  the  African 
squadron,  at  the  extent  of  their  naval  and 
military  establishments  —  nearly  double 
what  they  were  twenty-five  years  ago— he 
must  enter  his  protest  against  the  proceed* 
ings  of  that  House.  By  a  paper  he  held 
in  his  hand,  he  found  that  the  gross  amount 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  country  was  ten 
millions  more  than  it  was  in  1836.  The 
House  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  itself.  He 
had  looked  over  the  items,  and  he  did  not 
find  tlie  slightest  difficulty  in  discovering 
where  the  reduction  might  be  made,  and 
which — had  the  House  done  its  duty — 
would  have  been  made.  If  the  House  had 
supported  his  Motion  respecting  the  Army 
and  Navy,  there  would  have  been  no  ne- 
cessity for  an  increased  income-tax  or  the 
present  Bill,  for  the  reduction  would  have 
been  large  enough  to  have  met  the  two 
millions  of  deficiency,  to  provide  for  which 
they  were  now  called  upon  to  borrow. 
Large  reductions  ought  also  to  be  made 
elsewhere.  For  our  forty-four  colonies, 
the  charge  for  military  was  2,556,000^ ; 
the  civil  charges,  541,000^.;  and  the  Navy 
required  by  the  colonies,  excluding  the 
original  cost  of  the  vessels,  74,000J.: 
making  a  total  of  3,171,000?.  If  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
acted  on  his  own  principles,  as  he  stated 
them  in  his  letter  to  Lord  Sydenham,  no 
less  a  saving  at  once  than  570,000?.  could 
be  effected.  If  the  colonies  were  allowed 
to  exercise  the  power  of  governing  them- 
selves, and  allowed  to  apply  to  the  ex- 
penses of  the  colonies  the  Government 
land,  from  which  not  one  farthing  had  ever 
been  obtained  by  the  Government,  but  the 
whole  had  been  jobbed  away  in  a  most 
disgraceful  manner,  he  would  venture  to 
say  that  not  one  farthing  for  civil  expenses 
would  be  required,  instead  of  adding,  as 
now,  to  the  charge  on  the  debt  year  by 
year.  He  had  heard  it  hinted  by  many 
that  the  faster  these  additions  to  the  debt 
were  made,  the  better,  as  it  would  only 
hasten  a  dispute  with  the  fundholder.  He, 
however,  warned  the  House  that  if  ever 
they  broke  faith  with  the  public  creditor 
the  sun  of  England  would  be  for  ever  set— 
her  power  would  for  ever  cease.  He  was 
anxious  to  reduce  the  debt;  aud  did  they 
now  possess  the  money  which  had  been 
paid  since  the  last  war  for  loans  they  might 
get  rid  of  the  Excise  altogether,  and  give 
a  manifest  and  coveted  facility  to  commerce, 
and  add  infinitely  to  the  enjoyments  of 
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social  life.  As  had  been  well  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Drum- 
mond)  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when 
this  must  be  looked  to;  and  if  those  who 
now  had  the  government  of  the  country 
did  not  take  that  view,  their  places  would 
soon  be  taken  by  those  who  would  make 
the  experiment.  While  storms  were  ra- 
ging around  us,  it  was  necessary  to  put 
our  own  house  in  order.  For  the  purpose 
of  recording  his  opinion  against  borrowing 
in  a  time  of  peace,  and  against  the  thrift- 
less manner  in  which  the  Government  had 
proceeded,  and,  abo?^  all,  against  the  ex- 
travagant establishments  which  this  year 
they  had  determined  to  keep  up,  he  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day 
six  months. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  seconded  the  Motion,  and 
complained  that  the  Government  not  only 
proposed  a  loan,  but  had  brought  out  their 
budget  at  an  imusually  late  period.  It 
was  the  latest  budget  that  ever  he  had 
heard  of.  The  Government  had  led  the 
House  and  the  country  to  believe  that 
they  should  be  able  to  do  without  addi- 
tional taxes,  or  the  adoption  of  any  extra- 
ordinary measures,  and  having  done  so, 
the  House  had  felt  comparatively  easy  on 
the  subject.  But  the  Government  seemed 
to  have  been  waiting  until  so  few  Mem- 
bers were  left  in  the  House  that  it  could 
carry  whatever  it  liked.  The  system  of 
funding  was  like  a  man  who  had  spent  more 
than  his  income,  making  up  the  deficiency 
by  borrowing;  and,  in  a  nation  as  in  an 
individual,  such  a  system  must  lead  to 
ruin.  It  was  the  resource  of  all  bad  Go- 
vernments when  other  means  failed  of 
making  both  ends  meet.  When  he  first 
came  into  the  House,  he  found  the  Whig 
Government  in  the  last  stage  of  existence, 
trying  to  patch  up  its  own  want  of  man- 
agement by  a  measure  which  never  had 
and  never  would  succeed.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sh: 
F.  Baring),  in  trying  to  meet  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  revenue,  talked — as  all  Chan- 
cellors of  the  Exchequer  talked — a  great 
deal  of  nonsense  about  the  elasticity  of  the 
country,  and  proposed  new  taxes.  These 
measures  failed,  and  the  great  physician 
was  called  in  and  the  fees  paid.  Never 
had  he  seen  the  great  physician  in  such  a 
state  of  anxiety  as  he  was  for  many  months; 
X  and  the  first  thing  he  resorted  to  was  a 
property-tax,  which  ho  carried,  although 
opposed  by  the  Whig  Government,  and 
every  man  of  the  Liberal  party  except 
himself.     They  all  abused  him  for  sup- 


porting the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel);  but  he  did  so  because  the  proposi- 
tion taxed  the  rich  instead  of  the  poor. 
Well,  when  it  came  to  be  proposed  again, 
the  Whigs  to  a  man  all  voted  for  the  tax. 
They  thought,  no  doubt,  that  they  would 
soon  be  coming  into  office  again,  and  that  it 
would  be  a  nice  penny  to  have  the  handling 
of.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  boasted  of  the 
'state  of  things  which  followed,  and  particu- 
larly of  the  increased  trade  in  India.  He 
told  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  time 
that  his  boastings  were  premature,  for 
that,  as  it  was  a  mere  consignment  trade, 
its  briskness  could  not  last,  and  that  it 
would,  moreover,  ruin  all  parties  who  were 
engaged  in  it.  That  prediction,  he  re- 
gretted to  say,  was  true,  as  hon.  Members 
well  knew.  Then  the  prevalence  of  railway 
speculation  followed,  by  which  the  state  of 
the  country,  no  doubt,  was  for  a  time  im- 
proved. The  prices  of  food  rose  above 
their  natural  level;  and  those  of  manufac- 
tures rose  above  the  prices  of  foreign 
manufactures.  That,  of  course,  checked 
exportation,  and  a  considerable  balance 
against  us  was  the  consequence,  taking, 
as  all  balances  did,  a  large  amount  of  the 
precious  metals  to  supply  the  difference. 
That  brought  on  the  pressure  which  threw 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  out  of  office. 
They  had  now  the  Whig  Government  in 
power  again.  He  would  not  say  a  word 
as  to  how  they  got  there — and  how  they 
were  kept  there — but  they  had  placed  the 
country  in  much  the  same  position  as  that 
in  which  it  was  when  he  first  entered  the 
House.  The  revenue  had  fallen  below  the 
expenditure,  and  was  still  falling  ofi^. 
Trade  was  stagnant,  the  population  were 
badly  employed  and  badly  paid,  and  were 
in  a  «tate  of  discontent  almost  approaching 
insurrection.  No  men  could  govern  this 
country  with  comfort  to  themselves  or  its  in- 
habitants, unless  holiest,  industrious  people 
were  enabled  to  get  a  living.  If  honest, 
sober,  industrious  men  could  not  find  em- 
ployment, the  fault  was  with  the  Govern- 
ment. Many  attempts  had  been  made, 
but  except  for  short  periods,  when  they 
had  departed  from  the  system,  all  Goveni- 
ments  had  failed  and  broken  down;  whe- 
ther it  had  been  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  who  had  had  a  measure  of  suc- 
cess, or  whether  it  had  been  that  of  the 
Whigs,  who  had  gone  on,  peddle,  peddle, 
peddle,  and  done  nothing  at  all.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hume)  had  talked  of  the 
national  faith — and  he  had  no  objection  to 
keep  up  the  national  faith — but  it  was  a 
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national  humbug  if  it  woi^e  all  on  one  side. 
If  it  were  kept  for  the  benefit  of  one  class 
at  the  expense  of  all  the  others,  it  was  a 
sheer  robbery  of  every  other  interest.  He 
knew  if  he  said  anything  about  the  cur- 
rency it  would  be  called  **  Brummagem;'* 
but  in  the  long  run  the  Brummagem  doc- 
trine would  prove  the  soundest  and  the 
best.  What  could  be  more  disgraceful 
than  the  present  state  of  affairs  ?  So 
great  was  the  want  of  confidence  through- 
out Europe  in  our  merchants  and  bankers, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  a  bill  cashed. 
Ho  knew  a  party  who  had  been  travelling 
in  Italy  last  year,  and  the  most  unexcep- 
tionable bankers'  bills  were  not  negotiable. 
Was  not  that  disgraceful  to  this  country  ; 
and  was  it  not  a  state  of  things  which  af- 
forded a  significant  comment  on  tbe  Act 
of  1844  ?  He  never  knew  things  in  a  good 
state  in  this  country  when  six  men  could 
be  got  together  to  talk  politics.  No  man, 
however  evil  his  designs,  or  cunning  his 
inducements,  could  obtain  a  meeting  on 
any  subject  when  trade  was  good.  He 
had  in  his  day  assisted  in  agitations,  and 
he  knew  how  it  could  be  done  and  how  it 
could  not  be  done.  If  the  Government 
wished  to  draw  the  teeth  of  the  people,  let 
them  make  the  people  prosperous.  No 
people  in  the  world  were  easier  governed, 
provided  they  received  a  just  remuneration 
for  their  labour;  but  if  the  Government 
could  not  go  on  without  loaning  and  fund- 
ing, they  would  find  the  government  of  the 
country  a  most  difficult  task. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER would  be  the  last  person  to  com- 
plain of  the  course  pursued  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  with  respect  to  the 
reduction  of  expenditure;  but  whether  the 
reductions  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were  practicable,  consistently  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  permanent  interests  of  the 
country,  was  an  entirely  diftcrent  question. 
If  on  former  occasions  ho  had  been  obhged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was  certaiuly 
obliged  to  him  to-night  for  having  given 
the  best  vindication  that  could  be  ottered 
of  the  course  of  conduct  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  pursued.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  the  various  di- 
visions which  took  place  in  that  House  on 
the  different  propositions  he  had  made  with 
the  view  of  reducing  the  establishments  of 
the  country;  and  he  very  fairly  stated,  not 
so  much  imputing  blame  to  the  Govern- 
ment as  imputing  blame  to  the  House,  that 
an  overwhelming  majority  of  that  House, 
ivheu  such  reductions  wore  proposed,  con- 


curred with  the  Government  in  thinking 
that,  with  a  due  regard  to  the  safety  of 
the  country,  it  was  impossible  to  reduce 
the  establishments  of  the  country.  Such 
being  the  conclusion  to  which  the  House 
had  arrived  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session, 
he  did  not  think  any  person  would  say  any- 
thing had  occurred  since  to  persuade  the 
Ilouse  or  the  Government  that  their  deci- 
sion was  wrong.  No  one  could  say,  look- 
ing to  the  interests  of  the  country  and  to 
the  safety  of  the  loyal  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty,  it  was  possible  to  dispense  with 
that  force  which  the  Government  had  pro- 
posed and  the  House  had  voted.  He  would 
not  at  this  time  enter  on  the  subject  of  the 
African  squadron;  but  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  that  subject  was  now  before 
the  House.  After  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  demonstrated  to  the  House  that 
it  had  throughout  supported  the  Govern- 
ment in  maintaining  the  establishments  of 
the  country  on  the  footing  which  the  Go- 
vernment thought  necessary,  the  hon. 
Member  adverted  to  the  subject  of  taxa- 
tion. There  were  only  three  modes  by 
which  it  was  possible  to  equalise  expen- 
diture and  income :  first,  by  increased  tax- 
ation; secondly,  by  reduction  of  establish- 
ments, which  the  House  did  not  think  ex- 
pedient; and,  thirdly,  by  having  recourse 
to  some  such  means  as  that  now  before 
the  House,  by  which,  in  some  way  or 
other,  money  should  be  borrowed  for  the 
purpose  of  defraying  unforeseen  expenses. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  of 
opinion  that  the  acme  of  taxation  had 
been  reached;  and  in  that  view  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  did  not  need 
to  seek  any  further  justification  for  the 
course  he  had  pursued.  He  did  not  say 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose; but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
was  impossible  to  impose  additional  taxa- 
tion, he  did  not  see  that  he  could  have 
adopted  any  other  course  than  that  which, 
very  unwillingly,  he  had  been  compelled  to 
adopt.  To  defray  a  temporary  expendi- 
ture, over  which  no  control  could  be  ex- 
ercised by  the  Government,  such  as  that 
of  the  Caffre  war,  he  thought,  if  it  could 
not  be  met  out  of  the  income  of  the  coun- 
try, the  second  best  course  was  to  cover 
such  temporary  expenditure  in  the  manner 
he  proposed.  He  did  not  think  it  expe- 
dient to  have  a  permanent  tax  for  a  tem- 
porary expenditure.  He  could  not  agree 
lu  the  opinion  that  there  was  any  reason 
for  despondency  or  alarm.  What  the  Go- 
vernment had  to  keep  in  view,  as  of  pri» 
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mary  importance,  was  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  should  he  reduced  as 
far  as  possible  without  endangering  the 
safety  and  interests  of  the  country.  If 
the  Government  had  reduced  the  estimates 
800,000Z.  below  the  amount  announced  in 
the  early  part  of  the  Session,  they  had 
been  obliged  to  give  up  many  things  which, 
under  other  circumstances,  it  would  have 
been  more  advantageous  to  retain;  they 
had  been  obliged  to  spread  over  a  number 
of  years  the  execution  of  works  which,  in 
the  long  run,  it  would  have  been  better 
economy  to  complete  at  once.  With  the 
possibility  of  reduced  Expenditure  in  future 
years  on  the  completion  of  these  works, 
he  thought  they  would  not  have  been  jus- 
tified ii  proposing  increased  taxation  if 
they  had  not  tried  first  whether  they  could 
not,  by  reducing  their  expenditure,  bring 
it  within  their  income.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  spoke  of  the  increased  charge 
for  the  national  debt;  but  a  paper  for  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had  moved 
showed  that  there  had  been  a  redi^tion  on 
that  head  in  seven  years  to  the  amount  of 
1,000,000/.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham stated,  that  when  he  first  entered 
that  House  he  found  the  finances  in  a 
somewhat  similar  state.  But  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  applied  a  remedy  by  imposing  an 
income-tax,  a  temporary  exigency  was  pro- 
vided for  by  a  loan.  It  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  make  reductions  in  taxation,  unless 
the  revenue  were  supplied  by  other  means. 
With  respect  to  the  depression  under  which 
the  country  had  since  suffered,  the  change 
of  circumstances  was  not  owing  to  the 
conduct  of  the  present  or  the  former  Go- 
vernment. It  arose  from  a  great  failure 
of  food  in  this  and  the  sister  country;  and 
it  was  felt  necessary  to  export  the  precious 
metals  largely  to  purchase  food.  Those 
were  circumstances  over  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  control.  The  consequence  of 
the  altered  state  of  matters  had  been  a 
great  want  of  employment,  and  the  pres- 
sure of  distress  accompanied  by  some  dis- 
content. The  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham said,  that  there  never  would  be  per- 
fect tranquillity  in  the  country  till  every 
person  was  fully  employed;  and  while  he 
deprecated  ridicule  of  the  Birmingham 
school,  he  seemed  to  maintain  that  it  was 
not  by  developing  industry,  not  by  taxing 
the  rich,  not  by  establishing  free  trade, 
that  ^o  happy  a  result  was  to  be  attained. 
All  these  had  been  tried  in  succession; 
the  hon.  Member  said  they  had  certainly 
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failed,  and  that  something  else  must  be 
done,  which  something  else  seemed  to  re- 
solve itself  into  the  adoption  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Birmingham  school.  He  had 
listened  with  attention  to  his  hon.  Friend; 
but  he  confessed  he  could  make  nothing 
more  of  his  speech  than  what  he  had  just 
staged.  He  would  not,  however,  pursue 
the  subject  further,  knowing  very  well  that 
if  he  did  so  it  might  lead  to  an  intermina- 
ble discussion. 

Mr.  II.  CURRIE  complained  of  the 
present  measure  being  brought  forward  at 
so  late  a  period  of  the  Session,  and  of 
adding  to  the  debt  in  a  time  of  profound 
peace.  Had  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer come  down  to  the  House  and  frankly 
stated  that  he  had  cut  down  the  expendi- 
ture to  the  lowest  possible  sum,  and  that 
there  was  still  a  deficiency,  the  people 
would  have  at  once  submitted  to  increased 
taxation  rather  than  to  an  increase  of  the 
debt.  He  begged  to  enter  his  protest, 
therefore,  against  the  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  to  express  his  regret  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  brought 
it  forward  at  the  eleventh  hour,  when  there 
was  no  opportunity  of  making  any  altera- 
tion in  it. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD,  considering  the  pe- 
culiar  circumstances  of  the  country,  thought 
the  measure  perfectly  justifiable'. 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE,  as  one  of  the  very 
few  survivers  of  the  large  host  who  had 
resisted  the  redijctions  proposed  by  the  l^on. 
Member  for  Montrose  in  the  earlier  period 
of  his  life,  begged  to  say  that  he  looked 
back  upon  the  course  which  he  then  took 
with  unmitigated  satisfaction.  Sir  H. 
Taylor,  who  was  secretary  to  the  Comman- 
der-in-Chief at  the  time,  told  him  that,  in 
consequence  of  yielding  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose,  the  50th  and  92nd  regi- 
ments were  sent  but  from  this  country  at 
an  improper  season  of  the  year — they  ar- 
rived at  their  destination  in  one  of  our  co- 
lonies at  an  improper  season — they  were 
exposed  to  a  peculiarly  unhealthy  season, 
and  in  the  course  of  a  year  and  a  half 
these  two  regiments  thereby  lost  600  men, 
and  between  20  and  30  officers.  So  much 
for  the  hon.  Member's  proposal  with  refe- 
rence to  the  Army.  With  regard  to  the 
hon.  Member's  proposal  to  withdraw  the 
African  squadron,  he  begged  to  say  that 
the  unqualified  withdrawal  of  that  squadron 
— looking  to  all  the  circumstances  that  had 
taken  place  on  the  subject  of  the  slave  trade 
— would  be  the  most  ignominious  course  of 
conduct  this  country  could  pursue. 
Y 


643 


Exchequer 


{COMMONS} 


BiUs  Bill. 


644 


Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  should 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division,  he  would 
divide  with  him,  because  he  held  that  in  a 
time  of  peace  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  resist  the  system  of  borrowing  money, 
and  thereby  adding  to  the  debt.  If,  how- 
ever, the  Chancellor  must  raise  the  re- 
quired 2,000,000Z.  by  borrowing,  he  ought 
at  once  to  state  the  precise  form  in  which 
he  was  determined  to  raise  it,  because  the 
effect  of  allowing  himself  the  option  of  one 
of  two  ways  was  to  lead  to  doubt  and  hesi- 
tation with  regard  to  both  classes  of 
Btock. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  that  there  had 
been  a  great  deal  of  wandering  from  the 
real  question  before  the  House.  That 
question,  he  believed  to  be,  whether  the 
two  millions  were  to  be  borrowed  or  not.  He 
was  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
explained  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
the  Government  to  change  their  minds  on 
the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
originally  asked  the  House  to  agree  to  the 
continuance  of  the  existing  income-tax  for 
three  years  more,  on  the  understanding 
that  it  would  be  sufficient  to  enable  them 
to  meet  the  wants  of  the  country,  or,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  termed  it,  to 
tide  on,  for  that  period.  The  question  to 
be  considered  was,  had  there  been  any 
change  since  to  account  for  that  engage- 
ment being  abandoned  ?  and  on  that  ques- 
tion ho  was  surprised  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  afforded  the  House 
more  precise  information.  When  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  made  that  promise,  the 
anticipated  deficiency  was  three  millions; 
and  since  then  the  estimates  had  been  re- 
duced 700,000^.,  or  800,000/.,  and  the 
deficiency  was  now  reduced  to  two  millions, 
and  yet  they  were  now  told  that  they 
should  resort  to  a  loan,  of  which  they  had 
heard  nothing  on  the  former  occasion. 
[The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  :  I 
stated  all  the  reasons  on  Friday  night.] 
No  person  objected  more  strongly  than  he 
did  to  loans  during  a  time  of  peace.  He 
thought  the  practice  highly  dangerous  and 
mischievous,  and  that  it  had  the  same 
tendency  in  public  affiiirs  as  in  private  life, 
of  leading  to  a  reckless,  needless,  and  pro- 
fuse expenditure.  But  still  he  confessed 
that  when  the  right  hon.  'Baronet  spoke  in 
the  spring  of  the  year  of  meddling  with 
the  balances  in  the  Exchequer,  in  order  to 
tide  over  the  deficiency  of  the  present 
year,  ho  regarded  it  as  being  iu  effect  tan- 


tamount to  a  loan.  And  when  he  recoU 
lee  ted  the  proceedings  that  had  since  taken 
place  in  Ireland,  and  the  bad  prospects 
which  they  had  before  them  with  regard  to 
the  harvest,  he  could  not  but  feel  that  it 
was  better  for  the  Government  at  once  to 
take  the  step  which  they  now  proposed, 
than  to  go  on  in  the  from  hand-to-mouth 
system  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  originally  proposed.  As  far  as  he  could 
judge,  there  was  nothing  in  the  position  of 
the  country  which  enabled  him  to  see  that 
the  Government  were  acting  unwisely  in 
theMourse  which  they  had  now  taken. 

Mr.  HENRY  DRUMMOND  said,  that 
if  the  question  simply  involved  the  record- 
ing of  an  opinion,  he  would  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  voting  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose;  but,  unfortunately,  the  duty  of 
the  House  of  Commons  did  not  consist  in 
merely  recording  opinions,  but  in  carrying 
on  the  business  of  the  country.  Ho  had 
therefore  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  carrying  this  Motion  against  the 
Government.  Notwithstanding  what  he  had 
said  the  other  night,  he  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  no  economical  reforms  could  be 
safely  carried  out,  except  by  the  Govern- 
ment themselves.  The  thing  which  the 
country  had  yet  to  understand  was  the 
amount  of  the  evil,  for  people  generally  had 
as  little  idea  of  the  immense  amount  of 
800,000,000Z.,  as  they  had  of  the  distance 
of  the  sun  from  the  earth.  He  could  not 
forget  that  there  was  no  instance  of  a 
great  revolution  occurring  except  from  pe- 
cuniary pressure.  It  was  well  known  that 
the  first  French  Revolution  was  owing  to 
the  extravagance  pf  Louis  XIV.  A  similar 
cause  produced  the  revolution  the  other 
day;  and  in  Rome  and  Austria  it  was  the 
same  thing.  Remembering,  however,  the 
threats  which  were  held  out  against  this 
country  on  the  part  of  France — remember- 
ing the  events  which  had  subsequently  oc- 
curred, both  there  and  elsewhere — he  ad- 
mitted that  it  would  not  have  been  wise  in 
the  Government  to  have  attempted  a  re- 
duction in  our  armament  this  year.  Ho 
begged  to  notice  one  observation  of  a  mis- 
chievous character,  which  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham — he 
believed  without  his  intending  it — namely, 
that  any  Government,  no  matter  whether 
republican  or  monarchical,  could  insure 
food  and  clothing  to  the  people.  Such  a 
thing  was  utterly  impossible.  Believing 
that  it  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  interests 
of  the  country  to  embarrass  the  Govern- 
ment by    carrying    tho   present  Motion 
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against  tbcm,  lie  would  oppose  it,  al- 
though he  agreed  in  its  principle. 

Mb.  URQUHART  said,  that  the  nohle 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
distinctly  stated  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session  that  the  House  would  have 
either  to  grant  the  increased  property- tax 
which  he  had  asked  for,  or  to  reduce  the 
estahlishments.  With  that  alternative  he- 
fore  them  the  House  refused  to  grant  the 
tax,  and  yet  the  noble  Lord  left  the  estab- 
lishments as  they  were.  As  he  could  not 
concur  in  the  necessity  of  the  expenditure, 
he  should  be  prepared  to  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment. 

Mk.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the  pre- 
Bent  deficiency  was  the  necessary  result  of 
the  policy  of  the  right  hen.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  who  had  given  up 
eight  millions  of  Customs  duties,  and  im- 
posed an  income-tax  in  their  place,  yielding 
some  five-and-a-half  millions.  The  ques- 
tion which  he  had  to  ask  himself  was, 
would  he  refuse  the  supply,  because  a  vi- 
cious legislation  had  left  no  iiieans  of 
raising  it;  and  he  must  say  that  he  was 
not  prepared  to  do  so.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  leave  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
starve,  or  to  reduce  the  establishments  at 
a  time  when  Europe  was  in  such  a 
a  state  of  inquietude  as  she  was  now  in; 
but  this  he  was  prepared  to  say,  that 
their  deficiency  was  their  own  act. 

Mr.  COBDEN  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand the  meaning  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down ;  he  had  reiterated 
the  opinion  he  had  just  stated  at  least  a 
dozen  times  in  his  own  hearing.  Now, 
he  wanted  to  put  a  plain  question  to  the 
hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  the  revenue  had  fallen  in  conse- 
quence of  the  adoption  of  free-trade  mea- 
sures. Now  he  (Mr.  Cobden)  would  ask 
him  whether  the  gross  revenue  for  the  last 
twenty  years  had  ever  been  so  great  as  it 
had  been  this  year?  [Mr.  Newdegate: 
The  revenue  is  larger,  but  the  necessities 
of  the  country  are  greater.]  He  wanted 
to  fix  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  this  one 
point;  because  if  he  could  by  coming  to  an 
understanding  on  it,  succeed  in  putting  an 
end  to  the  reiteration  of  which  they  had 
been  the  victims  during  the  present 
dreary  Session,  he  should  think  he  had 
done  a  great  service  to  the  House  when 
they  mot  again.  It  was  now  admitted 
that  the  gross  revenue  was  larger  in  the 
present  year  than  it  had  been  for  the  last 
twenty  years.  [Mr.  Newdeoate  :  The 
hon«  Member  misrepresents  me*     I  ad- 


mitted no  such  thing.  The  revenue  for 
1845  was  larger  than  the  revenue  of  the 
present  year.  ]  He  had  read  every  item  in 
the  return  which  had  been  furnished  with 
reference  to  the  revenue  since  1823,  and 
he  believed  that  that  return  would  bear 
him  out  in  his  statement  with  hardly  the 
exception  of  one  year.  The  question  was 
whether  they  were  spending  too  much 
money.  Almost  everybody  admitted  that 
there  was  enough  paid.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  think  he  was  advocating  the  in« 
terests  of  his  constituents  in  Warwickshire 
when  he  complained  that  there  was  too 
little  revenue  paid  ?  When  the  taxes  on 
cofiee,  sugar,  and  other  articles  of  that 
kind  were  reduced,  did  the  hon.  Member 
think  that  his  constituents  regarded  that 
as  an  evil  ?  And  did  he  mean  to  prescribe 
as  a  remedy  for  the  distress  of  the  country 
that  they  should  put  on  more  taxes  ?  He 
(Mr.  Cobden)  was  perfectly  at  a  loss  to 
understand  the  drift  of  his  argument.  The 
complaint  was  that  taxation  was  too  great, 
and  the  expenditure  excessive — upon  which 
the  hon.  Member  came  forward  and  said — 
**  You  have  taken  too  many  taxes  oflf.*' 
He  (Mr.  Cobden)  maintained,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  there  were  too  many  taxes  still, 
and  that  they  must  take  off  more.  Ho 
was  equally  at  a  loss  to  understand  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley).  When  he  heard  the  be- 
ginning of  that  hon.  Member's  speech,  he 
concluded  that  he  would  vote  against  the 
proposition,  and  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
The  hon.  Member  certainly  spoke  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment;  his  arguments  were  all 
that  way;  but  he  wound  up  by  declaring 
that  he  would  vote  for  the  loan.  Now,  he 
had  to  complain  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  himself  contributed  to  render  the  loan 
necessary,  because  when  he  advocated  econ- 
omy, the  hon.  Member  taunted  him  with 
taking  a  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence  view 
of  the  question.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  had  also  taunted  him  in 
the  same  way.  Now,  if  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, the  leaders  of  the  country  party, 
would  assist  those  who  represented  large 
constituencies  in  reducing  the  expenditure, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  loans. 
Until  the  freeholders  and  farmers  who  sent 
the  county  Members  to  that  House  took 
the  matter  into  their  hands,  and  insisted 
that  their  representatives  should  help  the 
representatives  of  large  constituencies  in 
reducing  the  expenditure,  the  Government 
would  go  on  borrowing  money  and  increaa- 
Y2 
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ing  the  taxation.  Ho  justified  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  proposed  loan  on  the  ground  of 
the  vote  he  gave  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Memhcr  for  Montrose  on  the 
25th  of  February  last,  that  it  was  expedi- 
ent to  reduce  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  in  order  to  render  an  increase  of 
taxation  unnecessary.  But  he  admitted 
that  it  was  not  only  perfectly  consistent 
hut  quite  right  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  and  his  Friends,  who  opposed 
that  Motiori,  to  vote  now  for  raising  the 
money  somehow.  It  was  most  discredita- 
ble on  the  part  of  those  hon.  Members 
who,  after  having  voted  for  the  expendi- 
ture of  more  money  tban  the  Government 
had  at  its  disposal,  had  gone  to  the  moors, 
or  to  the  Continent,  leaving  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  with  a  House  of  some 
40  or  50  Members  to  get  2,000,000?.  how 
he  could  ;  and,  if  no  other  means  were 
left,  to  borrow  it.  He  objected  to  the  sys- 
tem of  borrowing,  more  than  he  did  to  the 
imposition  of  a  tax.  If  you  depended  on 
a  tax,  the  difficulty  of  raising  money  by 
that  means  might  check  expenditure  ;  but 
if  you  calculated  on  borrowing,  you  might 
go  on  expending  money  for  ever;  for  there 
would  be  no  end  to  the  system,  nor  to  your 
extravagance.  But  he  did  not  blame  the 
Government  either  for  the  deficiency,  or 
for  asking  leave  to  borrow  in  order  to  make 
it  up.  They  were  quite  justified  by  the 
great  majorities  which  had  sanctioned  their 
expenditure;  and  the  House  was  alone  re- 
sponsible. At  the  same  time  he  considered 
that  no  Government  ought  to  permit  them- 
selves to  be  placed  in  the  position  in  which 
the  present  Government  now  stood.  They 
ought  to  say — *  *  If  we  cannot  defray  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  by  means  of  tax- 
ation, we  will  not  consent  to  hold  office." 
That  was  the  language  held  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
who  declared  that  he  would  not  remain 
Minister  unless  Parliament  permitted  him 
to  make  the  revenue  equal  to  the  expendi- 
ture; and  the  declaration  tended  greatly 
to  strengthen  his  Administration,  by  in- 
spiring confidence,  and  leading  the  coun- 
try to  believe  that  in  those  words  they 
possessed  a  guarantee  that  there  would  be 
ft  limit  at  length  put  to  their  largo  expen- 
diture, and  a  termination  to  the  system  of 
borrowing.  But  now  they  had  departed 
from  that  principle;  and,  unless  it  were 
looked  upon  by  the  House  as  a  most  immi- 
nent and  vital  question  to  stop  this  system 
of  borrowing,  he  saw  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  ^o  headlong  into  that  state  into 


which  the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey  had 
described  France  and  Austria  to  have 
been  thrown  by  their  financial  embarrass- 
ments. Those  countries  were  almost  gone 
to  ruin;  and  no  doubt  England  would 
share  the  like  fate,  unless  the  people  or 
Parliament  should  at  once  put  an  end  to 
the  system.  It  was  not  merely  taxation 
for  imperial  purposes  which  was  pressing 
upon  the  country;  there  was  the  local  tax- 
ation to  be  considered;  these,  together, 
amounted  to  not  much  short  of  70,000,000?. 
sterling.  He  defied  them  to  continue  rais- 
ing that  amount  of  money.  They  could 
not  go  on  with  their  poor-rates,  their 
county-rates,  and  their  borough-rates,  to 
say  nothing  of  rates  raised  for  religious 
pui*poses,  in  addition  to  their  imperial 
taxation ;  which,  including  the  expense 
of  collection,  amounted  to  not  less  tban 
70,000,000?.  this  year.  It  was  a  mon- 
strous sura;  and  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  go  on  collecting  it.  He  was  sur- 
prised at  the  illogical  conclusion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey's  speech,  for  he  had 
given  all  the  benefit  of  his  argument  to  the 
Amendment,  though  he  could  not  give  it 
his  vote.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  it  was  not  possible,  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session,  to  reduce  our  armaments, 
owing  to  the  then  state  of  Europe.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  homo  in 
mind  that  those  armaments  were  all  set- 
tled before  any  disturbances  on  the  Conti- 
nent. That  should  always  be  borne  in 
mind.  It  was  proposed  to  add  to  our  ex- 
penditure by  fortifying  our  coasts,  and 
raising  a  militia  long  before  the  French 
revolution  was  ever  thought  of.  But 
when,  after  the  revolution,  it  was  ar- 
gued that  the  expenditure  was  too  large, 
then  it  was  urged  that  by  reason  of  that 
revolution  it  was  impossible  to  ]*educe  our 
armaments.  Still,  as  if  it  were  to  show 
that  he  and  his  Friends  were  right  both 
before  and  after  that  period,  and  that 
the  Government  were  wrong,  what  had 
been  done  ?  The  militia  had  been  aban*- 
doned,  and  the  estimates  for  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Ordnance,  had  been  reduced  by 
a  sum  of  between  700,000?.  and  800,000i. 
— a  sum,  however,  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said  was  not  to  be  a 
saving  to  the  country,  but  to  be  expended 
some  years  hence.  But  the  very  fact  of 
withdrawing  it  this  year  proved  that  his 
and  his  Friends'  argument  was  right  when 
they  said  that  there  was  no  great  danger 
of  the  country  being  invaded.  If  there 
were  any  danger,  surely  this  was  the  time 
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for  raising  the  militia,  and  keeping  up  the 
military  and  naval  force  of  the  country. 
But,  no — he  would  assert  that  the  cry 
which  was  raised  before  the  meeting  of 
Parliament  about  the  danger  of  an  inva- 
sion by  a  foreign  enemy  was  a  wicked  cry 
— it  was  a  delusion  practised  upon  the 
country — a  monstrous  delusion  got  up  by 
professional  men  with  a  view  to  frighten 
the  country,  and  compel  them  to  submit  to 
increased  taxation.  He  would  now  ad- 
dress one  word  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey,  that  it 
was  a  most  datigerous  doctrine  to  advance, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Government,  under 
all  circumstances,  to  find  employment  for 
all  who  were  able  to  work,  and  of  good 
character.  [Mr.  Muntz  :  No,  no !]  He 
was  glad  such  a  doctrine  was  disavowed. 
He  believed  there  might  be  circumstances 
in  whi(^  the  most  prudent  Government 
could  not  insure  food  or  employment  for 
the  population.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
Swiss  cantons.  Nobody  would  deny  that 
there  a  cheap  Government  existed,  and 
yet  a  largo  proportion  of  the  population 
was  obliged  to  emigrate  to  find  food  and 
employment.  The  same  was  the  case 
with  regard  to  the  New  ifngland  States  of 
North  America.  There  the  Government 
was  a  frugal  Government,  and  the  people 
were  well  educated  and  of  good  character; 
yet  many  of  them  were  obliged  to  emi- 
grate to  find  employment  and  subsistence 
in  the  interior  of  the  country.  The  same 
necessity  might  possibly  exist  in  regard 
to  the  people  of  this  country,  without  the 
Government  being  necessarily  responsible; 
but  his  belief  was,  that  if  the  country,  with 
its  immense  accumulation  of  capital,  were 
properly  governed,  and  there  were  not  an 
undue  amount  of  taxation,  abstracting 
from  the  earnings  of  industry,  every  able- 
bodied  man  of  good  character  and  willing 
to  work  might  be  employed.  Ho  should 
vote  against  this  loan  and  against  every 
penny  that  was  proposed  to  be  raised  by 
borrowing  in  any  shape  whatever. 

Mr.  muntz  explained.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
find  work  for  the  people ;  what  he  said 
was,  that  if  Government  understood  the 
real  principle  of  governing,  every  indus- 
trious man  would  naturally  have  employ- 
ment. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  the  cost  of 
maintaining  an  army  in  Ireland  was  or- 
dinarily 1,000,000^.  a  year.  This  year  it 
would  imount  to  1,500,000?.  or  1,600,000/. 


Now,  if  Ireland  were  made  contented  by 
having  justice  done  to  her,  one-half  of  this 
expense  might  be  saved.  Again,  if  means 
were  given  to  Ireland  to  acquire  riches, 
she  would  consume  taxed  articles  in  a 
greater  proportion  than  she  did  now.  At 
present  she  only  paid  3,000,000Z.  to  the 
revenue  on  consumable  articles;  make  her 
rich,  and  she  would  pay  9,000,000^.  ; 
thus  a  revenue  of  6,000,0002.  might  be 
created  without  imposing  a  single  tax  on 
the  country.  He  believed  there  was  only 
one  measure  by  which  this  could  be  done 
— a  measure  which  would  make  the  people 
stay  at  home  and  spend  their  money  in 
that  country. 

Mr.  SPOONER  would  not  have  risen 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion  had  it  not 
been  for  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  West  Riding. 
He  (Mr.  Spooner)  denied  that  the  revenue 
in  the  present  year  was  equal  to  that  of 
1845,  as  in  1845,  the  revenue '  was 
54,417,615?.,  while  in  the  present  year 
it  was  little  more  than  52,827,000?., 
showing  a  deficiency  of  1,764,000?.,  or 
very  nearly  equal  to  the  sum  now  required 
to  be  raised.  He  warned  the  Government 
how  they  depended  upon  the  income-tax 
for  next  year,  as  he  had  the  best  possible 
means  of  knowing,  the  tax  would  not  yield 
anything  like  the  sum  it  had  produced  last 
year.  He  regretted  to  find  that  such  a 
depression  existed  in  the  money  market, 
for  he  feared  that  if  money  was  required 
for  war  purposes,  the  Government  could 
not  raise  20,000,000?.,  notwithstanding 
that  during  the  late  war  the  Government 
raised  the  enormous  sum  of  130,000,000?. 
in  one  year.  Although  the  late  Lord  Ash- 
burton  was  an  advocate  of  the  Bill  of  1819, 
the  noble  Lord  confessed,  in  a  conversation 
which  he  had  had  with  him  a  few  weeks 
before  his  death,  that  such  was  the  finan- 
cial position  of  the  country,  that  it  was 
his  own  opinion  that — in  the  event  of  a  war 
rendering  it  necessary  that  20,000,000?. 
should  be  raised  by  way  of  loan — the  Go- 
vernment of  England  would  find  it  ex- 
tremely difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  raise 
it.  He  disapproved  of  borrowing  money 
during  a  time  of  peace;  but  as  a  certain 
liability  was  to  be  met,  he  would  not  refuse 
his  consent  to  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  be  able  to  raise  the 
amount  of  taxation  required,  in  order  to 
balance  the  receipts  and  expenditure,  if  the 
present  commercial  and  currency  system 
were  persisted  in;  and,  therefore,  in  giving 
his  assent  to  the  proposition,  he  wished  it 
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to  be  distinctly  understood  that  he  in  no 
way  had  altered  his  opinion  on  the  sub- 
jects he  had  just  referred  to. 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  would  vote  for  the 
proposition  of  the  Government,  because  he 
believed  that  they  had  done  all  that  was  in 
their  power  to  avoid  the  position  in  which 
they  were  placed.  They,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, proposed  a  tax  to  meet  the  defi- 
ciency; and  it  was  with  regret  that  he  saw 
them  compelled  to  abandon  it.  The  pre- 
sent peculiar  position  of  affairs  justified 
the  course  they  were  now  taking.  That 
was  the  ground  upon  which  his  vote  would 
be  given.  He  believed  that  the  present 
state  of  Europe,  and  of  the  whole  world, 
justified  the  Government  in  conceding  and 
yielding  to  what  he  understood  to  have 
been  the  deliberately  pronounced  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  that  it  was  not 
expedient  to  increase  taxation  this  year; 
if  so,,  then  there  was  no  other  way  of  mak- 
ing the  expenditure  and  the  revenue  equal 
than  by  a  very  large  reduction  of  the  ex- 
penditure. But  he  was  one  of  those  who 
believed  that  the  state  of  Europe  and  the 
world  made  it  most  inexpedient  that  Eng- 
land should  reduce  her  expenditure  more 
than  she  had  hitherto  done.  He  was  not 
afraid  either  in  that  House  or  elsewhere  to 
avow  it  to  be  his  belief  that  even  the  re- 
duction which  had  already  taken  place 
might  not  have  been  wholly  prudent.  At 
the  same  time,  ho  would  not  lend  himself 
to  any  party  that  would  raise  a  cry  of  war 
to  induce  the  Government  to  maintain 
large  establishments;  and  he  had  heard 
with  the  most  sincere  regret  the  expression 
of  an  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding,  that  the  neces- 
sity of  being  prepared  for  war  had  been 
propagated  by  professional  men  for  merely 
personal  and  most  unworthy  objects.  He 
believed  that  was  a  sentiment  unworthy  of 
those  to  whom  it  was  attributed,  and  it  was 
with  astonishment  that  he  heard  such  an 
imputation  proceed  from  a  Gentleman  of 
such  general  knowledge  as  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber. He  believed  that  there  was,  both  out 
of  the  House  and  in  it,  but  one  general 
feeling — namely,  that  of  gratitude  to  God 
for  the  peace  and  tranquillity  which  had 
prevailed  in  this  country  during  the  dis- 
turbances which  had  agitated  the  rest  of 
Europe ;  and  that  they  owed  that  tran- 
quillity to  the  wise  foresight  which  pre- 
vented them  from  being  agitated  by  dis- 
cussions necessarily  attending  great  poli- 
tical changes,  and  to  that  preparation 
for  resistance,  if  attacked,  which  was  the 


greatest  safeguard  and  the  greatest  surety 
of  peace. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  West  Ri- 
ding was  the  last  person,  either  in  or  out 
of  the  House,  who  should  have  charged 
his  opponents  or  any  other  persons  with 
having  created  wicked  delusions.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  his  crotchets.  He 
might  think  that  our  expenditure  might 
be  reduced  17,000,000?.  by  one  single 
slash  of  the  knife,  but  he  would  find  few 
persons  to  coincide  with  him  in  that  opin- 
ion ;  and  if  it  were  possible  now  to  diminish 
the  defences  of  the  country  with  security, 
he  would  take  leave  to  say  we  were  in 
very  different  circumstances  from  those  in 
which  we  were  placed  at  the  end  of  the 
last  and  the  commencement  of  the  present 
year.  At  that  time  the  empire  of  Franco 
was  in  all  its  power.  Recommendations 
for  the  increase  of  its  marine  forcd,  to  en- 
able France  to  bridge  the  Channel  and 
burn  the  British  fleets  in  the  Thames,  were 
suggested  by  the  Prince  de  Joinville  in  . 
1844,  and  they  were  carefully  carried  out; 
and  a  great  increase  in  the  maritime  power 
of  France  was  created  without  any  justifi- 
cation except  some  reservation  in  the  minds 
of  its  rulers  to  use  them  against  this  coun- 
try. But  when  the  hon.  Member  said  he 
would  rather  lay  on  a  tax  than  borrow 
money,  would  he  ask  him  why  he  had  not 
kept  his  word  ?  He  had  not  last  nighty 
and  he  would  not  to-night,  support  a  mea- 
sure, not  for  imposing,  but  for  repealing 
taxation.  We  had  heard  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to-night — and  ho 
was  glad  to  hear  that  sentiment  from  him — 
that  he  was  conscious  that  when  the  people 
were  out  of  employment  they  become  dis- 
affected, and  that  the  surest  way  to  secure 
the  attachment  and  affection  of  the  Queen's 
subjects  was  to  keep  them  in  full  employ- 
ment; that  even  those  in  the  higher  class 
of  life  were  apt  to  be  less  contented  when 
they  were  in  distressed  circumstances.  If 
that  was  the  doctrine  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  how  did  he  justify  to  him- 
self all  those  measures  which  he  supported, 
of  which  the  necessary  effect  was  to  throw 
thousands  of  the  Queen's  subjects  out  of 
employment  ?  He  was  one  of  those  who 
would  have  refused  to  come  to  a  vote  to 
add  to  the  property  and  income-tax;  and 
he  was  one  of  those  who  voted  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  to  retain  the 
property  and  income-tax  at  its  present 
amount  for  a  single  year;  but  the  House, 
although  it  was  prepared  to  refuse  the 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an  increase 
or  the  income-tax,  was  never  asked  whe- 
ther it  would  refuse  to  consent  to  taxes  of 
customs  or  revenue.  Had  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  come 
to  the  House  and  asked  them  to  reimpose 
some  of  those  taxes  of  customs  which  had 
been  lately  repealed,  and  to  continue  others 
that  were  soon  to  fall  to  the  ground, 
he,  for  one,  should  have  given  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
his  hearty  support.  Now,  it  had  been 
justly  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  that  the  taxes  that 
had  been  reduced  would  have  amounted  to 
the  value  of  all  the  deficiencies  of  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  now  to  complain.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  York- 
shire stated,  in  a  tone  of  great  assurance, 
that  notwithstanding  this  reduction  of 
customs  duty,  the  net  revenue  of  the  coun- 
try could  never  be  so  large  as  it  was  last 
year.  With  the  papers  before  him,  he  was 
astonished  at  the  boldness  of  the  assevera- 
tion, and,  for  the  moment,  was  inclined  to 
believe  it;  but  looking  at  the  paper  signed 
by  Mr.  Parker,  and  moved  for  by  Mr. 
Card  well,  he  found  that  in  the  year  1847 
the  net  income  was  but  51,451,609^.,  when 
in  the  year  before,  1846,  before  a  great 
part  of  these  customs  duties  was  reduced, 
the  income  was  53,626,178^.,  being 
2,174,569^.  more  than  the  revenue  in  the 
last  year.  So  that  we  should  now  have 
an  ample  surplus  instead  of  being  in  a  de- 
ficiency, if  it  had  not  been  for  the  altera- 
tion of  customs  that  had  taken  place  in  the 
last  two  or  three  years.  Then  if  we  were 
in  difficulties,  let  us  look  for  money  in  the 
Exchequer;  do  not  let  us  look  for  loans, 
but  let  us  look  for  the  treasure  where  we 
lost  it — let  us  look  at  the  customs  duty — 
let  us  do  as  the  United  States  of  America 
did — not  for  protection — he  cared  nothing 
for  the  matter,  but  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
come— put  taxes  upon  all  the  produce  of 
foreign  industry.  The  Exchequer  had 
fallen  into  the  old  ways  of  the  Whigs — the 
chronic  vice  of  the  Whigs — always  getting 
into  a  deficiency — always  looking  out  for 
a  casualty.  It  was  the  Kaffir  war  now; 
but  there  was  always  some  casualty,  and 
the  Whig  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in- 
variably concluded  that  that  was  the  last 
casualty  that  was  to  befall  us.  Soon  after 
the  Whigs  came  into  power  in  1830,  there 
was  a  casualty  of  1,000,000^,  which  was 
paid  in  arrears  of  tithes  in  Ireland.  Then 
came  other  casualties;  there  came  the 
emancipation  of  the  negroes,  and  twenty 


millions  was  an  extraordinary  expenditure, . 
which  was  never  to  occur  again.  Then 
soon  after  followed  an  insurrection  in  Ca- 
nada. That  was  also  a  casualty.  Then 
followed  the  Chinese  war,  and  the  war  in 
the  East  Indies,  and  the  reverses  of  the 
British  troops  in  Cabul;  and  so,  from  year 
to  year,  there  was  always  some  new  ca- 
sualty occurring;  the  year  before  last  ifc 
was  the  famine  in  Ireland,  and  now  it 
was  the  C afire  war.  It  was  the  very 
nature  of  a  great  empire,  with  posses- 
sions spread  in  every  quarter  of  the 
world,  that  these  casualties  would  be  con- 
tantly  occurring;  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  calculated  upon  such 
extraordinary  good  fortune  as  that  there 
was  never  to  be  another  casualty — that 
there  was  never  to  be  another  famine — 
that  there  was  never  to  be  again  disturb- 
ances on  the  Continent  that  were  to  check 
trade,  and  by  checking  trade  were  di- 
minishing the  consumption  of  excisable 
articles — was  sure  to  fall  into  the  position 
in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Whig  Government  were  in,  of  fast 
travelling  on  to  a  state  of  insolvency  and 
bankruptcy.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick,  that  Ireland  could  be  made  to 
render  six  millions  of  additional  income  to 
this  country  without  imposing  any  tax 
upon  her;  neither  was  he  one  who  con- 
curred with  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  who 
thought  that  the  way  to  get  out  of  a  diffi- 
culty was  to  give  a  little  more  free  trade ; 
to  take  off  a  few  more  taxes,  to  squander 
away  the  copper  duties,  to  remit  23,000^. 
of  corn  duty,  because  some  Member  of  the 
Government  had  expressed  a  loose  opinion 
in  the  course  of  a  debate  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  did  not  think  that  was  the 
way  to  enrich  the  Exchequer,  nor  did  ho 
think  that  if  they  were  to  get  into  diffi- 
culties, and  were  to  run  into  debt,  that 
was  a  very  constitutional  way  of  doing  it ; 
but  he  thought  this,  that  there  were  a 
great  many  taxes  that  might  be  imposed 
with  very  little  burden  upon  the  people  of 
this  country.  He  did  not  think  the  people 
of  this  country  ever,  as  a  body,  asked  that 
the  timber  duties  should  be  taken  off.  Ho 
thought  they  would  submit  to  a  reimposi- 
tion  of  the  duties  on  foreign  timber  with- 
out any  very  great  reluctance.  He  thought 
they  did  not  like,  and  did  not  demand, 
that  the  duty  should  be  taken  off  cotton 
and  a  great  many  other  articles  that  made 
up  the  sum  total  of  the  two  and  a  half 
millions  ^hich  you  had- surrendered  |[  and* 
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the  two  and  a  lialf  millions  which  you  were 
now  in  arrear.      If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  come  forward  and  said  we 
gave  up  the  corn  duties;  they  produced  us 
772,000^.  in   the    year   1846  ;   we  want 
revenue ;  continue  the  corn  duties  for  the 
sake  of  the  revenue  for  two  or  three  years 
more — he  did  not  believe  the  country  would 
have  been  against  such  a  measure  as  that; 
and  he  thought  so  the  more  because,  upon 
looking  at   the   state  of  prices,  and  the 
effect  the  com  duties  had  had  upon  prices 
on  the  one  hand,  and  upon  the  revenue  on 
the  other,  he  could  make  it  peifectly  clear 
to   the   meanest    understanding — and    he 
might   say  to   the  most   perverse  under- 
standing— that   the   corn  duties   had  not 
been  paid  by  the  consumer  in  this  country. 
The  average  price  of  wheat  in  February 
was  51 5.  45.     On  the  1st  March,  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Corn-Law  Act  expired,  and 
the  7s.  duty  came  into  operation.    Accor- 
ding  to  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  and  his 
scbool,  the  consumer  ought  immediately 
to  have  paid  7s.  more  for  his  wheat;  but 
what  was  the  state  of  the  case  ?     No  per- 
ceptible difference  arose  in  the  price  of 
wheat;    the   diflference,    such   as   it  was, 
tended  rather  to  a  decline.     In  the  month 
of  March,  from  5ls.  4d.,  the  price  of  wheat 
fell  so  that  it  averaged  50s.  Qd.      Duties 
came  in,  and  in  the  month  of  April,  not- 
withstanding 7s.  was  being  paid  in  March, 
the  price  of  wheat  fell  3d.  more  upon  the 
average  of  that  month.     Still,  as  the  price 
fell,  the  duty  rose.     In  the  month  of  May, 
the  average  price  of  wheat  was  485.  lid., 
with  a  sliding-scale.     As  the  price  slipped 
down,  the   duty  went   up.     The  duty  in 
May  was,  upon  an  average,  about  ds.     In 
June,  still  the  price  went  down,  and  we 
had  an  average  in  Juue  of  40^.  in  price, 
and  of  lOs.  duty,  by  which,  in  the  month 
of  June  alone,  we  were  able  to  levy  from 
the  foreigner  56,000^.      Had  he  not  made 
it  clear  to  the  House,  clear  to  the  meanest 
and  most  perverse  understanding,  that,  as 
far  as  these  corn  duties  were  concerned, 
they  came   out  of  the  pocket  of  the  fo- 
reigner, and  they  did  not  come  out  of  the 
pocket  of  the  English  consumer  ?     it  was 
a  revenue  to  the  English  Exchequer,  at  no 
cost  whatever  to   the  British    consumer. 
He  then  said,  with  this  example  before  us, 
do  not  let  us  have  recourse  to  odious  in- 
come taxes  to  fill  the  Exchequer;  do  not 
let  us  have  recourse   to   this  spendthrift 
mode  of  meeting  present  resources  by  en- 
tailing debts  upon  our  posterity  iu  ^he 


thirty-third  year  of  peace;  but  let  us  look 
this  question  again  manfully  in  the  face, 
and  let  us  not  be  misled  by  the  delusions 
of  those  who  told  us  that  the  repeal  of  the 
com  laws  would  at  once  make  flour  1^.  a, 
pound,  and  would  fill  England  with  pros- 
perity ;  would  cause  England  to  exchange 
her  manufactures  for  the  corn  of  foreign 
countries  ;  that  it  would  leave  no  loom 
standing  still;  that  it  would  leave  to  every 
operative  superfluity,  and  he  would  no 
longer  be  required  to  have  higher  wages, 
because  he  was  to  have  cheaper  bread,  and 
the  superfluity  of  his  wages  was  to  be 
spared  from  the  purchase  of  bread  to  be 
expended  upon  tea  and  sugar ;  that  it  was 
to  increase  to  a  boundless  extent  the  ex- 
poi-t  of  the  British  manufacturer.  Let  us 
learn  the  answer  from  our  diminished  ex- 
ports of  five  millions  sterling,  in  the  first 
six  months  of  1848,  when  free  trade 
had  come  into  full  operation.  Let  us  not 
place  confidence  in  these  deluders  of  the 
public  mind;  let  us  have  a  care  how  wo 
listen  to  those  who  denounce  their  op- 
ponents, and  think  they  are  alone  the 
only  true  prophets  ;  let  us  beware  of  the 
gentleman  who  decries  all  those  who  differ 
from  him,  and  who  thinks  himself  the  only 
orator,  and  who  exclaims,  as  Jack  Cade 
did  at  another  time  to  Lord  Say,  just  be- 
fore he  ordered  his  head  to  be  cut  off,  "  I 
am  the  besom  that  must  sweep  the  Court 
clean  of  such  filth  as  thou  art. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL,  after  aU  he  had 
heard,  did  not  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  unwise  in  the  Government  to  pro- 
pose to  increase  the  income-tax  to  meet 
the  expenditure  of  the  country.  It  was 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Ashburton,  and  one 
which  that  noble  Lord  pertinaciously  held, 
and  which  deserved  some  attention,  that, 
instead  of  keeping  the  expenditure  equal 
to  the  income,  it  would  be  more  prudent  to 
keep  2,000,000?.  or  3,000,000?.  as  a  sink- 
ing  fund,  and  then  the  Government  would 
be  prepared  for  any  such  emergencies  as 
might  happen.  Now,  ho  thought  that  a 
better  plan  than  this  was  to  give  the  publi<^ 
the  benefit  of  the  reduction  of  taxes;  and 
successive  Governments,  acting  on  this 
principle  when  they  had  a  surplus,  had  re- 
duced the  taxes  to  a  great  extent.  He  had 
shown  on  a  former  occasion  that  within 
the  last  few  years  taxes  to  the  amount  of 
10,000,000?.  a  year  had  been  taken  off 
from  articles  of  necessity  and  general  con- 
sumption. The  reduction  of  taxation  had 
thus  been  very  great;  but  the  consequence 
wt^Sy  that  if  there  were  an  extraordinary 
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deficiency  in  the  revenue,  or  an  extraordi- 
nary expenditure,  then  immediately  the 
expenditure  exceeded  the  income,  and  the 
Government  were  ohliged  to  consider  to 
what  sources  they  could  turn  to  make  up 
the  deficiency.  The  Government  had  pro- 
posed an  increased  percentage  on  a  tax 
already  in  existence;  hut  the  country  did 
not  concur  with  the  views  they  took,  and 
the  Government  did  not  persist  in  their 
measures.  Even  if  they  had  carried  their 
proposal  in  that  House,  it  would  have  heen 
80  unpopular  in  the  country  that  it  was  far 
hotter  the  Government  should  take  the 
course  which  they  had  adopted,  of  at  once 
giving  up  the  hope  of  raising  the  money 
hy  that  means.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  did  not  think  that  any  course 
which  had  heen  proposed  was  hotter  than 
that  taken  hy  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Members  for  Montrose  and  the  West  Rid- 
ing thought  the  Government  ought  to  have 
made  very  great  reductions  in  their  mili- 
tary and  naval  force.  He  did  not  feel  jus- 
tified in  proposing  any  such  reductions; 
and  what  had  appeared  in  the  public  pa- 
pers within  the  last  few  days  had  confirmed 
him  in  the  propriety  of  the  decision  they 
had  come  to.  It  appeared  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  February  in  France  had  in 
contemplation  an  attempt  to  make  a  war 
in  Belgium;  and  a  war  in  Belgium  must 
have  led  to  serious  complications  in  Eu- 
rope. The  Government,  therefore,  would 
not  have  been  justifiable  in  proposing  that 
^very  large  reduction  in  their  military  and 
naval  expenditure  which  the  hon.  Members 
for  Montrose  and  the  West  Riding  had  re- 
commended. He  could  not  concur  in  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Ben- 
tiuck)  that  it  would  be  expedient  to  reim- 
pose  the  taxes  on  timber  and  raw  cotton. 
He  was  not  now  going  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  such  du- 
ties; but  he  would  remind  the  noble  Lord 
that,  long  before  the  days  of  Adam  Smith, 
it  was  thought  by  Sir  R.  Walpole  and 
others  of  that  school,  that  the  most  wise 
course  was  to  repeal  duties  upon  the  raw 
articles  of  manufacture ;  and  it  was  a 
great  boast  of  Sir  R.  Walpole  that  he  had 
reduced  such  duties  to  a  very  largo  amount 
in  one  year.  He  was  not  willing  to  reim- 
pose  the  duties  upon  timber  and  cotton; 
and  as  to  the  effect  of  the  duty  on  corn,  he 
did  not  want  to  dispute  with  the  noble 
Lord  as  to  the  effect  of  a  duty  of  Is.  or  Ss. 
on  the  price  of  com.  But  he  very  much 
rejoiced  that  we  had  not  the  sliding-scale 
which  existed  in  1845.    He  found  that  in 


nearly  the  whole  of  this  year,  there  was 
no  duty  above  lOs,,  and  that  corn  mer- 
chants could  bring  in  their  corn  without 
waiting  until  the  price  rose  to  70«.,  which 
was  a  great  advantage  to  the  consumers, 
and  a  great  security  this  year  over  the 
years  1841,  1842,  and  1843,  when  the 
old  duty  was  in  existence.  He  would  not 
enter  further  into  the  question,  except  to 
express  his  satisfaction  that,  by  the  wis- 
dom of  Parliament,  they  had  the  state  of 
corn  duties  which  now  existed  instead  of 
those  which  existed  previously. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  words  proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  question; — Ayes  66;  Noes  15: 
Majority  51. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anstoy,  T.  C. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sh-  F.  T. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Bemal,  R. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brown,  W. 
BuUer,  C. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Chaplin.  W.J. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dodd,  G. 
Drummond,  H. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Haytcr,  W.  G. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Ilenry,  A. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hey  wood,  J. 
Hobhouse,  rt.hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Mahon,  The  O'Gorman 
Matheson,  Col. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 


Morris,  D. 
Mailings,  J.  R. 
Newdegatc,  C.  N. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reynolds,  J> 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,rt.  hn.  SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Tancred.  H.  W, 
Ward.  U.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Su-  C. 

TBLLERS. 

Hill.  Lord  M. 
Tufnell,  H. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Broadley,  U. 
Cobden,  R. 
Currie,  H. 
Goring,  C. 
Greene,  J. 
Keogh,  W. 
O'Connor,  F. 


Ronton,  J.  C. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Williams,  J. 
WUloughby,  Sir  U. 

TBLLBRS. 

Hume,  J. 
Munti,  G.  F. 


Bill  went  through  Committee. 
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SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  resolve  it- 
self into  Committee, 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he  had 
on  a  previous  occasion  presented  a  petition, 
signed  by  41,000  depositors  in  various 
provident  societies,  representing  a  sum  of 
762,000^. ;  and  he  had  now  to  present  an- 
other petition,  signed  by  38,000  depositors 
in  savings  banks,  representing  a  sum  of 
1,080,000Z.  against  this  Bill.  They  be- 
lieved that  its  provisions  would,  when  car- 
ried out,  prove  most  dangerous  to  the  in- 
terests of  these  institutions.  And  he  must 
say,  that  they  had  not  had  the  usual  cour- 
tesy shown  to  them  in  reference  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  introduce  this 
Bill,  great  as  were  their  interests.  Tliey 
had  not  been  favoured  with  such  a  notice 
as  was  invariably  given  even  with  respect 
to  the  commonest  turnpike-road  Bill.  If 
the  managers  of  some  of  the  savings  banks 
in  Ireland  had  acted  wrongfully,  that  was 
no  reason  why  the  management  of  English 
and  Scotch  savings  banks  should  be  inter- 
fered with.  Although  twenty-four  wit- 
nesses were  examined  before  the  Commit- 
tee with  respect  to  the  Irish  savings  banks, 
yet  the  Committee  positively  refused  to 
hear  a  single  witness  with  regard  to  the 
English  and  Scotch  savings  banks.  Was 
it  fair,  then,  at  so  advanced  a  period  of  the 
Session,  to  press  this  obnoxious  measure 
forward  without  having  given  the  English 
and  Scotch  depositors  any  notice  of  the  in- 
tended alterations  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  recollect,  that  when  leave 
was  asked  to  introduce  this  Bill,  he  asked 
him  whether  it  was  intended  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  existing  law  with  regard 
to  the  liability  of  trustees  and  managers; 
to  which  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's  an- 
swer was,  that  it  was  intended  to  render 
them  liable  only  to  the  extent  of  100?. 
each,  unless  they  expressed  their  willing- 
ness to  extend  their  liability.  But  when 
the  Bill  came  before  the  House,  he  found 
in  it  no  such  provision.  He  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  ques- 
tion of  the  liability  of  trustees  and  ma- 
nagers was  a  most  delicate  and  difficult 
one.  These  parties  represented  stock  to 
the  amount  of  nearly  30,000,000?.,  and  the 
number  of  depositors  was  immense.  It  was, 
therefore,  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
their  interests  should  not  be  lightly  inter- 
fered with. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER proposed  to  make  an  alteration  in 
the  first  clause  of  the  Bill;  ho  proposed  to 


strike  out  the  whole  of  the  words  in  the  7th 
line  after  the  word  **  at."  and  the  whole  of 
the  8th,  9th,  and  10th  lines,  as  well  as  the 
words  in  the  11th  line,  as  far  as  the  word 
**  Act."  The  effect  of  this  alteration  would 
be  to  place  the  trustees  of  savings  banks  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  that  in  which 
they  were  before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1844.  He  then  proposed  to  insert  such 
words  as  would  limit  the  liability  of  a  trus- 
tee to  100^ 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  said,  the  pro- 
posed amendments  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
entirely  altered  the  nature  of  the  opposition 
which  he  should  offer  to  the  first  clause  of 
the  Bill.  A  trustee,  by  the  proposed  al- 
teration, would  only  be  liable  for  such 
losses,  &c.,  as  should  happen  through  his 
wilful  neglect  or  default.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  simply  proposed  to  repeal  the  7th 
and  8th  Vic,  cap.  83,  sec.  6.  [The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  :  Exactly.]  So 
that  to  that  extent  the  trustees  and  ma- 
nagers of  savings  banks  in  this  coimtry 
would  be  restored  to  the  same  condition  as 
they  were  in  before  1844.  [The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  :  They  will  be  ex- 
actly in  their  former  condition  in  that  re- 
spect.] The  change  of  1844  was  made  in 
the  teeth  of  the  expressed  declarations  and 
wishes  of  all  parties  interested  in  English 
and  Scotch  savings  banks.  But  there  was 
another  great  objection  to  the  Bill,  which, 
if  not  removed,  would  prove  most  fatal  to 
the  whole  working  of  the  Bill.  He  per- 
ceived that,  by  the  third  clause,  auditors 
were  to  be  appointed.  Now,  it  was  a  very 
important  matter  to  know  how  these  audi- 
tors were  to  be  paid.  For  his  own  part, 
he  thought  that  the  auditors  were  an  ex- 
cellent body  of  officers;  but  he  was  quite 
certain  that,  in  consequence  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  rate  of  interest  now  payable  on 
moneys  in  saving  banks,  he  knew  that  small 
banks  had  no  funds  out  of  which  they  could 
be  paid.  With  regard  to  the  fifth  clause, 
which  was  the  most  objectionable  of  all,  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  ascertain  in  two 
days  what  were  the  feelings  of  the  im- 
mense body  of  depositors  who  were  scat- 
tered throughout  the  whole  of  this  country, 
and  many  of  them  abroad.  Many  of  them 
were  servants.  He  felt  persuaded  that 
rather  than  run  the  risk  which  this  Bill 
would  entail  upon  the  trustees,  they  would 
resign  their  trusteeship.  He  believed  that 
the  third  clause  could  not  be  worked  as  it 
stood.  He  should  really  like  to  know  what 
had  occurred  in  the  working  of  English 
and  Scotch  savings  banks  to  induce  the  Go-' 
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vernmcnt  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session 
to  interfere  so  ohjectionably  with  such  large 
interests.  lie  thought  that  the  parties 
who  were  interested  in  this  question  had  a 
right  to  complain  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  proceedings  of  these  hanks  had  been 
watched  by  the  Commissioners  for  the  Re- 
duction of  the  National  Debt.  An  impres- 
sion had  gone  abroad — and  he  believed  it 
was  perfectly  true  — that  the  savings  bank 
money  had  been  used  for  other  purposes 
than  those  which  related  to  the  savings 
banks.  He  would  not  say  whether  or  not 
the  money  had  been  used  advantageously 
for  national  purposes;  but,  under  the  ad- 
ministration of  those  Commissioners,  very 
great  and  seriotis  losses  had  occurred.  If 
any  question  was  to  arise  as  to  any  defi- 
ciency, they  might  feel  assured  that  the 
trustees  and  managers  in  England  and 
Scotland  would  not  consider  themselves  re- 
sponsible for  any  act  done  in  relation  to 
these  trust  moneys  after  they  had  passed 
out  of  their  hands.  He  was  glad  to  find 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  responsible  after 
the  money  had  got  out  of  their  hands;  but 
still  there  was  this  obvious  conclusion  to  be 
drawn,  that  the  savings  banks  of  this  king- 
dom would  have  been  in  a  much  more  flour- 
ishing condition  in  every  respect  had  greater 
facilities  been  given  by  Parliament  for  their 
efficient  management. 

Mb.  HENLEY  concurred  in  the  greater 
part  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet who  had  just  sat  down,  and  thought 
the  measure  had  not  been  well  digested, 
and  could  not  at  this  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, be  well  considered.  The  only  com- 
plaint he  had  ever  heard  of  the  English 
savings  banks  was,  the  low  rate  of  interest, 
arising  from  the  expenses  of  audit.  The 
Bill  would  cause  panic  and  alarm,  and  ho 
entreated  the  Government  not  to  persevere 
with  it. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  desired  to  know 
the  amount  of  tendency  in  this  Bill  to  in- 
crease the  security  of  the  depositors  in 
the  savings  banks.  He  supposed  nothing 
was  clearer  than  that  if  there  were  final 
defalcations,  they  must  be  made  good  out 
of  the  public  purse.  It  would  justify  a 
jcicqxicrie  if  they  were  not,  and  if  after  all 
the  preaching  to  the  industrious  classes, 
exhorting  them  to  confide  their  savings  to 
the  care  of  their  aristocratic  betters,  it  was 
found  their  money  had  been  left  to  be  run 
away  with  without  resource.  Things  were 
better  managed  in  France,  where  institu- 
tions of  this  kind  had  gorcmment  security, 
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as  everybody  believed  to  have  been  the 
case  here.  If  the  Government  were  wise, 
they  would  engage  at  an  early  period  next 
Session,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  give  Govern- 
ment security  to  the  savings  banks. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  Sir,  as  the  Go- 
vernment  seem  determined  to  persevere, 
and  to  have  no  regard  for  the  just  remon- 
strances of  the  independent  Members  of 
this  House,  I  am  necessitated  to  act  in  a 
manner  which  will  at  all  events  mark  my 
disapproval  of  their  conduct,  and  of,  the 
provisions  of  this  most  crude  and  undi- 
gested measure.  Sir,  I  move  that  this 
Bill  be  committed  this  day  three  months. 
The  evidence  upon  which  this  most  im- 
portant Bill  is  founded  is  that  of  four  or 
five  witnesses — men  connected  with  Ire- 
land exclusively,  with  the  exception  of  Mr. 
Tidd  Pratt,  who  is  the  Registrar  General 
of  Savings  Banks.  Their  evidence  is  not 
published — the  Committee  sat  but  nine 
days — and  yet  it  is  upon  such  a  foundation 
as  this  that  a  Bill,  affecting  an  immense 
number  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  dealing  with  no  less  a  sum  than 
26,000,000l„  is  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment at  the  end  of  August.  The  re- 
port itself  is  the  most  extraordinary  that 
ever  was  presented  to  Parliament.  It  is 
as  remarkable  for  its  brevity  as  for  its 
vacuity — as  brief  as  it  is  worthless.  But 
then,  Sir,  this  Bill  is  meant  to  apply  to 
England.  There  was  not  a  single  Eng- 
ligh  witness  examined,  with  the  exception 
I  have  stated,  nor  is  there  a  syllable  about 
England  in  the  report.  The  report  is 
styled  **  The  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  Savings 
Banks  in  Ireland."  All  the  evidence  is 
kept  back.  Yet  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  asks  the  House  of  Commons  to 
sanction  this  Bill.     The  report  says — 

"  Your  Committee  has  proceeded  with  the  in- 
quiry entrusted  to  them  by  the  Ilouse;  but  owing 
to  the  late  period  of  the  Session  they  have  found 
themselves  unable  to  bring  it  to  a  satisfactory  cou- 
elusion ;  and  they  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  advi- 
sable that  a  further  inquiry  should  take  place, 
either  during  the  recess  or  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament,  into  the  existing  system  of  savings 
banks.  They  are  of  opinion,  however,  that  it  is 
expedient  that  a  Bill  should  bo  introduced  in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament,  regulating  the  lia- 
bility of  trustees  of  savings  banks,  and  providing 
for  the  appointment  of  auditors  of  savings  banks." 

The  Committee  make  no  recommendation 
that  the  depositors  should  be  subjected  to 
any  new  regulations  on  the  production  of 
their  books.  But  the  Bill  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  brings  in  has  the  follow- 
ing provision : — 
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chaDgo  ill  savings  banks.  What  is  the 
use  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  which  is  to  have 
a  four  months'  application  ?  But  lot  us 
see  the  practical  working  of  the  Bill.  One 
of  these  savings  banks  has  48,000  depo- 
sitors. How  are  all  the  books  of  the  de- 
positors to  be  verified  and  inspected  in  two 
days  ?  I  have  been  informed  that  the  or- 
dinary staff  of  a  savings  bank  cannot,  even 
if  doubled,  inspect  and  verify  more  than 
500  in  a  day  :  they  get  through  1,000  in 
two  days.  What  is  to  be  done  with  the 
remainder?  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  say  let  the  banks  increase  their 
staff  of  clerks.  Well,  but  that  will  occa- 
sion increased  expense,  and  by  conse- 
quence diminish  the  interest  of  the  depo- 
sitors. Is  it  wise  to  do  so  ?  When,  in 
1844,  an  additional  expense  was  impojsed 
upon  those  savings  banks  of  Ws.  in  the 
100^.  it  caused  a  sensible  falling-off  in  the 
depositors,  who,  seeing  the  interest  les- 
sened, invested  their  money  in  other  modes, 
or  kept  it.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  say  that  they  can  carry  this 
measure — they  will  be  supported  by  their 
sleeping  myrmidons  who,  aroused  from 
sleep,  and  knowing  nothing  about  the  Bill, 
and  hearing  nothing  of  the  discussion,  in- 
stinctively find  their  way  into  the  same  lob- 
by with  the  Government.  Well,  but  then 
there  will  be  another  disadvantage  entailed 
upon  depositors  in  those  banks  by  this 
meddling  legislation — the  fees,  will  be  in- 
creased. With  the  new  **  radical  reform" 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
come  new  rules,  which  must  be  paid  for. 
Surely  a  Government  which  has  proposed 
so  much  and  which  has  done  so  little,  can 
refrain  from  doing  harm,  since  they  cannot 
do  good,  and  will  not  press  this  most  dis- 
creditable Bill  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons at  the  end  of  August,  without  ne- 
cessity, and  against  the  opinions  of  those 
best  calculated  to  form  a  judgment  on  the 
subject.  I  move.  Sir,  that  this  Bill  be 
committed  this  day  three  months. 

Mr.  MONSELL  understood  that  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  against  the  Bill  was  founded  upon 
the  want  of  confidence  which  any  change 
in  the  law  would  produce  on  the  English 
depositors.  Well,  then,  he  could  tell  them 
that  unless  they  produced  some  silch  Bill 
as  the  present,  the  want  of  confidence 
which  at  present  existed  with  regard  to 
the  Irish  savings  banks  would  be  conti- 
nued, and  the  most  injurious  consequences 
would  follow.  He  had  no  objections  that 
it  should  not  extend  to  England  and  Scot* 


"  And  bo  it  enacted,  That  the  rules  of  every 
savings  bank  shall  specify  a  number  of  days, 
not  less  than  two  in  every  year,  ending  on  the 
20th  of  November,  on  which  the  book  of  each 
depositor  shall  be  produced  at  the  ofBce  of  the 
said  savings  bank  for  the  purpose  of  being  in- 
spected, examined,  and  verified  with  the  books  of 
the  institution  by  the  auditor;  and  in  case  the  said 
book  shall  not  be  produced  on  the  second  of  the 
days  mentioned  in  any  one  year  ending  as  afore- 
said, the  said  account  shall  be  closed,  and  all  in- 
terest shall  cease  to  accrue  on  the  sums  deposited 
from  the  last  day  on  which  the  said  book  should 
have  been  so  produced;  provided,  nevertheless, 
that  the  trustees  or  managers  shall  have  the  power 
to  reopen  the  said  account,  but  only  to  allow  in- 
terest thereon  from  the  time  when  the  same  shall 
have  been  reopened  ;  and  an  extract  of  this  pro- 
vision shall  be  enrolled  as  one  of  the  rules  of  every 
savings  bank." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  comes 
down  with  this  little-considered  and  ill- 
prepared  Bill,  and  which  he  has  shown  he 
does  not  understand  himself.  The  clause 
I  have  just  read  allots  two  days  in  each 
year  for  the  production  of  depositors'  books, 
that  they  may  be  inspected  and  verified,  and 
awards  as  a  penalty  for  their  non-produc- 
tion the  cessation  of  interest  and  the  clo- 
sing of  their  accounts.  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  must  be  ignorant — ^perfectly 
ignorant — of  the  nature  of  this  provision. 
In  the  parish  in  which  I  reside,  Maryle- 
bone,  there  is  a  savings  bank  in  which 
there  are  no  less  than  18,700  depositors. 
The  actuary  waited  upon  me  in  reference 
to  this  most  absurd  Bill,  and  said  that  if 
18,700  depositors  were  seen  hurrying  to 
the  bank  in  two  days  it  would  cause  a  run 
upon  the  bank.  The  investigation  into 
the  present  system  of  savings  banks  was, 
as  far  as  England  is  concerned,  a  perfect 
Star  Chamber  business.  Both  the  secre- 
crctary  of  the  Marylebone  savings  bank, 
and  the  secretary  of  the  Bishopsgate  sav- 
ings bank,  in  which  there  is  no  less  than 
one  million  sterling  deposited,  applied  to  the 
Committee  for  leave  to  watch  its  proceed- 
ings, but  that  leave  was  refused.  Is  the 
Government  really  serious  in  forcing  on  a 
measure  like  this  almost  on  the  last  day  of 
August — a  measure  of  great  importance — 
a  measure  not  sought  for  and  not  needed, 
at  least  in  England,  upon  half-a-dozen 
lines  of  a  report  of  a  Committee  who  ex- 
amined four  or  five  witnesses.  The  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  is  not  present — 
this  Bill  ought  not  to  be  discussed  in  his 
absence.  But  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer assured  us  on  Friday  night  that 
he  would  bring  in  another  measure  next 
year,  and  which  would  effect  a  radical 
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land,  but  he  entreated  the  noble  Lord  not 
to  refuse  it  to  Ireland. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  this  was  another  instance  of 
the  difficulty  of  legislation  in  the  present 
Parliament,  for  he  had  imagined  that  this 
Bill  would  excite  no  opposition,  and  yet 
here  was  the  noble  Lord  charging  them 
with  legislating  on  this  subject  merely  for 
the  sake  of  extorting  additional  fees. 
[Lord  G.  Bentinck  imputed  no  sinister 
motives  to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  He 
merely  stated,  as  one  of  the  inconveniences 
of  this  legislation,  the  undoubted  fact  that 
additional  fees  would  be  charged  upon  the 
alteration  of  the  rules  that  this  Bill  would 
render  necessary.]  He  was  glad  to  find 
he  had  misunderstood  the  noble  Lord. 
The  sole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  insure  a 
better  jnanagement  of  the  savings  banks, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  depositors;  and  with 
that  view  he  proposed  to  make  trustees 
liable  to  that  extent  which  the  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite  himself  proposed  in  1844. 
At  present  there  was  no  liability  of  trus- 
tees, and  consequently  no  inducement  to 
them  to  perform  their  duty.  It  had  been 
proved  that  in  one  or  two  cases  in  Ireland 
they  had  neglected  their  duty;  and  in  Eng- 
land, where  the  noble  Lord  said  there  was 
no  complaint,  it  was  a  fact  that  one  trustee 
had  paid  7,000^.  out  of  his  own  pocket  to 
atone  for  his  previous  neglect.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Colonel  Thompson) 
had  said  that  Government  ought  to  make 
good  the  losses  of  the  depositors;  but  he 
would  ask  whether  it  was  fair  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  be  answerable  for  the  con- 
duct of  officers,  secretary,  treasurer,  4ic., 
whom  they  did  not  appoint,  and  over  whom 
they  had  no  control.  They  were  at  pre- 
sent under  the  appointment  of  the  trus- 
tees; and  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  by 
rendering  these  trustees  liable  for  a  mode- 
rate amount,  to  give  them  an  inducement 
to  attend  to  their  duty,  and  yet  not  to 
frighten  them  into  resigning  their  office 
altogether.  Then  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
duction of  the  books  of  the  depositors.  It 
had  been  correctly  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire,  that  the  only  possible 
check  on  the  accounts  of  the  savings  banks 
were  the  books  of  the  depositors.  That 
was  perfectly  true;  and  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  require  depositors  to  produce 
their  books  once  a  year,  that  they  might 
be  compared  with  the  accounts  in  the 
bank.  He  was  perfectly  aware  there 
would  be  difficulties  in  this  course;  but  he 
thought  they  might  b©  overcome,  and  the 


alternative  was  that  the  bank  accounts 
would  go  without  check  altogether.  He 
therefore  trusted  that  hon.  Members  would 
allow  this  Bill  to  go  into  Committee. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  contended  that 
the  Government  was  alone  responsible  for 
the  late  period  at  which  this  measure  had 
come  under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
and  urged  that  the  depositors  who  had  lost 
money  by  the  failure  of  Irish  savings  banks 
were  entitled  to  the  favourable  considera- 
tion of  Parliament  ;  because,  whatever 
might  be  the  effect  of  the  law  rigidly  in- 
terpreted, 99  persons  out  of  100  who  de- 
po.sitcd  their  money  in  savings  banks,  be- 
lieved that  the  Government  was  responsible 
for  the  deposits. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  opposition  to  this  Bill  was 
founded  upon  the  wish  some  Gentlemen 
entertained  to  vest  in  local  authorities  the 
power  of  appointing  unworthy  managers 
of  savings  banks,  and  then  to  come  to 
Parliament  and  demand  compensation  for 
the  losses  sustained  by  depositors  on  ac- 
count of  their  misconduct.  It  was  true 
that  the  Government  were  answerable  for 
the  money  placed  in  the  savings  banks 
which  they  received,  but  they  were  not  an- 
swerable for  the  faults  of  managers.  The 
savings  banks  in  England  were  well  man- 
aged; but  the  managers  of  Irish  savings 
banks,  instead  of  transmitting  to  Govern- 
ment the  money  which  they  received,  put 
it  into  their  own  pockets.  The  managers 
of  the  Manchester  savings  bank,  in  which 
there  were  20,000  depositors,  caused  the 
book  of  every  depositor  to  be  exhibited 
once  a  year  as  a  precaution  against 
fraud. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  felt  called  upon  to 
say  that  there  was  not  the  least  ground  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford's  assertion. 
It  was  too  much  the  practice  of  hon. 
Members  representing  English  constituen- 
cies to  look  only  at  the  dark  side  of 
Irish  character.  There  was  scarcely  any 
act,  however  discreditable,  which  was  not 
at  once  imputed  to  the  Irish.  The  in- 
stances of  mismanagement  which  occur- 
red in  Ireland,  he  believed  would,  on  in- 
quiry, be  found  to  have  proceeded  from 
local  unskilfulncss;  and  he  did  not  conceive 
that  either  the  present  or  any  other  Ad- 
ministration was  to  blame  for  the  unfortu- 
nate events  that  had  occurred. 

Mr.  KEOGH  opposed  the  Bill  because 
it  was  calculated  to  do  harm.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  repeal  the  9th  George  IV.,  and 
the  provisions  it  substituted  would  make 
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trustees  resign  their  trusts,  and  this  would 
cause  a  run  upon  the  hanks.  He  recom- 
mended that  the  matter  should  he  left  over 
for  further  inquiry. 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  helieved  that  a  re- 
sponsihility  limited  to  the  extent  of  100^., 
however  small,  would  be  sufficient  to  secure 
the  attention  of  the  trustees  to  their  duty; 
and  he  hoped  that  those  who  opposed  the 
Bill  would  not  lightly  do  what  he  believed 
would  cause  a  most  serious  injury  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  no  case  had 
been  made  out  for  an  interference  which 
would  only  create  alarm. 

On  the  question  that  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  question, 
the  House  divided  : — Ayes  49;  Noes  21 : 
Majority  28. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Abdy,  T.N.  Parker, J. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S. 

Anson,  hon.  Col. 

Bollew,  R.  M. 

Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 

Berkeley,  hon.  II.  F. 

Bemal,  R. 

Bowring,  Dr. 

JJoyle,  hon.  Col. 

Craig,  W.  G. 

BouglaB,  Sir  C.  E. 

Dundas,  Adm. 


Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Viact. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
IIaytcr,W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Ilobhousc,  rt.  hon.Sir  J. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mon8ell,W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 


Pinney,W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Rich,  II. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Shcil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Somerville,  rt.  Iin.  SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  11. 
Stuart,  Lord  D.     • 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tcnison,  E.  K. 
Tufncll,  U. 
Ward,n.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wyld,J. 

TELLERS. 

Brothertoii,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstcy,  T.  C. 
Clay,  J. 
Currie,  II. 
Dodd,  G. 
Goring,  C. 
Ilcnley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Kcogh,  W. 
Lacy,  II.  C. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 


Ncwdogatc,  C.  N, 
O'Connor,  F. 
Ronton,  G.  C. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Vesoy,  hon.  T. 
Wodohouse,  E. 

TELLERS. 

Bcntinck,  Lord  G. 
Willougliby,SirlI. 


House  in  Coramittec. 

On  Clause  7, 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  moved  that  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  be  limited  to  Ireland, 
and  that  the  words  **  Great  Britain  "  be 
left  out  of  the  clause. 


The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  stand  part  of  the  clause : — 
Ayes  30;  Noes  11  :  Majority  19. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdy.  T.N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 
Craig,  W.G. 
Dundas,  A. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Ilawes,  B. 

Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.Sir  J. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 


Rich,  n. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,  rt,  lm.SirW. 
Stanton,  W.  II. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Wyld,  J. 

'tellxrs. 
Tufiiell,  H. 
BcUew,R.M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Keogh,W. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Ronton,  J.  C. 


Spooner,  R. 
Tenison,  £.  K. 
Urquhart,  D. 
WUloughby,  Sir  H. 

TRLLSRS. 

Newdegatc,  C.  N. 
Wodehouso,  E. 


House  resumed. 

Ilouse   adjourned  at    half-paSt    Three 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Wednesdaf/,  August  30,  1848. 

MiNUTKS.]  Public  Bills.— 1»  Slave  Trade  (Equator;) 
Post  Horse  Licenses,  &c.;  Drainage  Certificates;  Lodc« 
up  Houses  ;  Spirits  (Dealers  in) ;  British  Spirits  Ware- 
housing ;  Distilling  from  Sugar. 

2*  Millbank  Prison;  Battersea  Park,  &c;  Royal  Military 
Asylum ;  Local  Acts. 

R<rpor*«i.— Controverted  Elections;  Transfer  of  Landed 
Property  (Ireland) ;  Fever  (Ireland) ;  Nuisances  and 
Contagious  Diseases;  Dublin  Police;  CommonB  Indo- 
sure  Act  Amendment. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday/,  August  30,  1848. 

MnnrriC8.J     Public  Bills.— 3o  Poor  Law  Auditors  Pro- 
ceedings Restriction. 
Rrported.— Exchequer  Bills;    West  India   Colonies  and 

Mauritius:  Savings  Banks;  Consolidated  Fund. 
5°   and   passed  :— Post    Horse  Licenses,    &c ;    Lock-up 
Houses ;  Spirits  (Dealers  in) ;    British  SpiriU  Warehous- 
ing; Distilling  fVom  Sugar;  Slave  Trade  (Muscat). 

Petitions  Prkskntkd.  By  Mr.  Bcresford,  from  several 
Lodges  of  tlie  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  for 
an  Extension  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Order. 
— By  Mr.  Cobden,  from  James  Mills,  of  London,  for  In- 
quiry into  his  Case.— From  the  Rev.  James  Maher, 
l*arish  Priest  of  Graigue,  in  the  County  of  Carlow,  Ibc 
an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law.— Dy  Colonel  Sibthorp, 
from  tlic  Trustees  and  Managers  of  the  Savings  Bank  at 
Grantham,  in  the  County  of  Lincoln,  against  the  Savii^ 
Banks  BUI. — By  Mr.  Anderson,  from  several  English 
Savings  Banks,  for  Confining  the  Operation  of  the 
Savings  Banki  Bill  to  Ireland. 
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BUSINESS  OF  THE  SESSION. 


Mr.  DISRAELI:*  I  take  this  occa- 
sion, as  being,  perhaps,  tho  most  conve- 
nient to  the  House,  to  make  some  obser- 
vations on  the  conduct  of  pubhc  business 
(luring  this  Session.  I  think  there  are 
reasons  which  render  it  not  inexpedient 
that  tho  House  should  not  be  prorogued 
without  offering  some  opinion  on  that  sub- 
ject. Whatever  be  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  this  Session  of  Parliament,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  it  possesses,  by  general  consent, 
one  characteristic — that  of  having  been  a 
Session  of  unexampled  duration.  There 
is,  however,  a  suspicion  very  prevalent 
that  its  efficacy  has  not  been  commensu- 
rate with  the  period  of  its  existence.  It 
is  said  that,  after  having  sat  now  for 
nearly  ten  months — after  having  laboured 
with  a  zeal  and  an  assiduity  which  have 
not  been  questioned — Parliament  is  about 
to  be  prorogued  with  a  vast  number  of 
projects  of  legislation  of  great  interest  and 
value  not  passed,  and  many  of  them  little 
advanced.  Why,  Sir,  the  very  subjects 
recommended  to  our  consideration  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  have  not  even 
been  dealt  with  by  the  House  in  the  way 
contemplated  when  we  first  met.  There 
is  more  than  one  reason  generally  offered 
to  account  for  this  unsatisfactory  state  of 
affairs — for  an  unsatisfactory  state  of  af- 
fairs I  am  sure  every  Gentleman  will 
agree  it  really  is,  because  it  amounts  to 
tho  acknowledgment,  if  it  be  true,  of  a 
very  great  public  evil — namely,  that  our 
system  of  government  is  inadequate  to 
pass  those  measures  that  are  required  for 
the  public  welfare.  One  of  the  most  po- 
pular causes  which  is  assigned  for  this  un- 
satisfactory state  of  affairs,  and  for  the 
existence  of  this  great  evil,  is  that  there  is 
too  much  discussion  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— too  many  speeches — too  much  talk. 
This  is  an  imputation  that  has  been  heard 
before  this  Session  of  Parliament.  It  was 
not  so  rife,  but  yet  it  was  an  accusation 
prevalent  during  the  last  Session  of  the 
last  Parliament.  I  think  it  was  first  urged 
as  an  obstacle  to  the  conduct  of  public 
business  by  the  Members  of  the  Manches- 
ter school;  and  this  year  it  has  been 
brought  forward  by  their  distinguished 
leader  in  the  most  formal  and  precise 
manner.  Thathon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding,  has  even  acknow- 
ledged to  the  House  that,  so  far  as  ho  is 
concerned,  he  is  so  sensible  of  the  evil  of 

*  From  a  published  report. 


prolonged  discussions  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  he  would  consent,  although 
opposed  to  all  tariffs,  to  a  sort  of  rhetorical 
tariff ;  and  that  for  his  part  (and  he  spoke, 
I  suppose,  also,  for  his  Friends),  he  has  no 
objection  that  the  time  allotted  to  him  for 
addressing  the  House  should  be  settled  by 
a  Standing  Order.  This  is  evidently  a 
popular  idea,  and  it  may  be  (but  we  shall 
have  opportunities  of  discussing  that  point) 
a  very  good  suggestion  ;  but  I  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  it  is  only  very  re- 
cently that  this  inconvenience  of  too  much 
discussion  has  been  experienced  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  other  Members  of 
his  school.  There  certainly  was  a  time 
(not  very  far  distant,  but  a  few  years  ago) 
when  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  would  have  been  satis- 
fied with  a  limited  period  of  time  being 
fixed  by  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
addresses  of  hon.  Members.  I  have  listen- 
ed to  a  great  many  able  addresses  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
and  his  Friends,  most  of  which  exceeded 
that  period  of  time  which  he  wishes  now 
to  establish  ;  and,  far  from  thinking  then 
that  there  was  too  much  discussion,  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons alone,  but  they  built  halls,  and  hired 
theatres,  thinking  that  tho  House  of  Com- 
mons did  not  afford  sufficient  opportunities 
for  the  discussion  of  those  great  questions, 
and  for  the  advancement  of  those  great 
principles,  which  they  wished  to  impress 
on  public  conviction. 

There  is  another  cause  alleged  for  the 
unsatisfactory  state  of  public  business,  and 
that  is,  the  forms  of  this  House — the  con- 
stitution of  this  House — which  arc  now 
discovered  to  be  cumbersome  and  anti- 
quated, and  to  offer  a  great  obstacle  and 
barrier  to  the  efficient,  satisfactory,  and 
speedy  transaction  of  public  affairs.  This 
is  the  view  of  the  case  which  is,  I  believe, 
principally  relied  on  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  on  several  occasions  objected  to,  or 
rather  deplored  tho  use  of  the  forms  of  tho 
House,  which  hon.  Members  have  availed 
themselves  of;  and  towards  the  close  of  this 
dying  Session,  with  the  sanction  certainly — 
not  to  say  the  instigation — of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  a  Committee  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  tho  conduct  of  public  busi- 
ness, of  which  I  was  a  humble  Member, 
and  before  which  you,  Sir,  were  a  distin- 
guished witness.  From  the  appointment 
of  that  Committee  it  is  clear  that  the  Go- 
vernment did  consider  that  in  the  forms  pf 
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tho  House  might  be  found  the  cause  of 
that  unsatisfactory  state  of  affau-s  which 
wo  all  lament.  At  the  same  time,  it  in 
clear,  Her  Majesty's  Government  by  no 
means  waved  their  acceptance  of  the  other 
cause  alleged  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  and  his  Friends.  Tho  noble 
Lord  opposite,  and  the  other  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  have,  on  seve- 
ral occasions,  deprecated  that  propensity 
to  discussion  which  they  have  considered 
to  form  an  obstacle  to  the  transaction  of 
public  business.  They  have  often  told 
the  House  that  if  hon.  Members  would  not 
make  speeches,  and  inquire  into  the  merits 
of  measures,  unquestionably  the  measures 
would  pass  with  greater  promptitude;  and 
though  I  look  on  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
generally  as  the  representatives  of  the 
second  cause  alleged  for  the  evil  we  all 
acknowledge — namely,  the  cumbersome  and 
antiquated  forms  of  the  House— still  they 
may  be  considered  as  having  accepted  and 
acknowledged  the  justice  of  the  other 
cause  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding  and  his  Friends 
— namely,  the  propensity  to  over  discus- 
sion— too  much  talk — and  the  consequent 
waste  of  time,  occasioning  the  delay  of 
public  business.  I  think  I  have  stated  the 
case  fairly.  I  would  fix  on  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  having  themselves  admitted  these 
two  causes  as  the  real  ones  of  the  present 
unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs,  particularly 
as  I  observe  in  an  oflBcial  paper  a  para- 
graph which  seems  to  ratify  the  truth  of 
my  statement.  [Lord  J.  Russell  :  Is  it 
tho  London  Gazette  ?]  No,  it  is  not  the 
London  Gazette  ;  but  I  will  show  to  the 
House  that  it  is  a  paper  to  which  are  en- 
trusted Government  secrets  far  more  inte- 
resting and  more  important  than  ever  ap- 
peared in  the  London  Gazette.  I  copied 
this  official  paragraph  from  what  I  con- 
sider, and  I  suppose  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters would  consider,  the  only  official  jour- 
nal of  the  Government — a  journal  which 
circulates  all  the  secrets  of  the  Cabinet  the 
moment  they  are  known — which  announ- 
ces all  the  Government  appointments,  from 
that  of  an  Ambassador  to  the  French  Re- 
public, to  that  of  the  last  gauger  of  Excise. 
On  last  Sunday  week  I  read  in  that  jour- 
nal the  following  official  announcement, 
which  proves  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
although  they  have  by  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  I  have  mentioned  shown 
themselves  to  be  of  opinion  that  the  forms 
of  the  House  constitute  one  of  the  causes 
of  the  evil,  also  believe  that  the  view  taken 


by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
is  also  just.     The  paragraph  begins — 

"  We  have  authority  to  state  " — 
If  this  is  a  forgery,  it  is,  of  course,  com- 
petent to  the  Treasury  bench  to  contradict 
the  statement — 

"  We  have  authority  to  state  that  the  fish  din- 
ner, which  was  fixed  for  the  19th,  is  postponed 
till  the  2Gth.  This  postponement  is  occasioned 
by  the  vexatious  discussions  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. This  mania  for  talk  among  the  Members 
has  now  reached  such  a  pitch  that  something 
must  really  be  done  to  arrest  the  evil.  We  have, 
Ijowever,  authority  to  state  that  the  fish  dinner 
will  positively  take  place  on  the  26th.'* 

Saturday,  then,  was  the  dinner  of  the 
Session,  and  Wednesday  is  the  digestion. 
However,  it  is  quite  clear  from  that  para- 
graph, allowing  for  all  that  irritability 
which  is  of  course  natural  to  men  who  lose 
their  dinner — it  is  quite  clear  that  the  real 
feeling  of  the  Government  is,  that  there  is 
too  much  discussion  in  this  House.  And 
I,  for  one,  value  slight  means  of  obtaining 
truth  like  this  more  than  I  would  any  for- 
mal announcement  even  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite ;  because  it  is  always  at  those  ac- 
cidental moments  when  men  are  thrown 
off  their  balance — little  ebullitions  of  tem- 
per so  natural,  for  instance,  on  the  loss  of 
a  dinner — that  you  are  enabled  to  detect 
the  secret  passion  and  the  master  feeling 
of  the  soul ;  and  though  the  noble  Lord 
has  talked  a  great  deal  of  the  forms  of  the 
House,  alluding  in  a  way  more  delicate 
than  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
to  the  propensity  to  discussion,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  the  Government  are  of  opinion 
that  the  reason  why  the  business  of  the 
country  cannot  be  satisfactorily  carried  on 
is,  that  there  is  too  much  discussion  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  I,  therefore,  propose, 
in  a  manner  the  most  brief  and  condensed 
I  can  command,  to  discuss  whether  these 
two  causes  are  the  real  causes  of  the  evil 
which  exists — whether  it  is  to  be  imputed 
to  discussion  in  this  House,  or  to  the  forms 
of  the  Legislature,  that,  after  having  sat 
nearly  ten  months,  we  have  done  very 
little,  and  that  very  little  not  very  well. 

But  before  I  enter  into  that  inquiry, 
perhaps  it  would  not  be  uninteresting  to 
the  House  and  to  the  country  that  I  should 
state  what,  independent  of  our  debates, 
this  House  of  Commons,  which  it  is  the 
fashion  to  blame  at  present,  has  really 
done  ;  and,  in  doing  so,  I  will  refer  to  a 
short  paragraph  in  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Business,  which,  though 
already  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House,  has 
accidentally  not   been    circulated   among 
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Members.  It  appears  from  that  report 
that  th^re  have  been  this  year  forty-five 
public  Committees,  some  of  more  than 
usual  importance,  with  an  average  number 
of  fifteen  Members  serving  on  each  Com- 
mittee. Then  there  have  been  twenty- 
eight  Election  Committees,  with  five  Mem- 
bers serving  on  each  Committee;  fourteen 
groups  on  Railway  Bills,  with  ^ve  Members 
on  each  group  ;  seventeen  groups  on  pri- 
vate Bills,  with  ^ve  Members  on  each 
group;  and  there  have  been  also  one  hun- 
dred and  eleven  other  Committees  on  pri- 
vate business.  Of  the  public  Committees, 
that  on  commercial  distress  sat  thirty-nine 
days  ;  that  on  sugar  and  coffee  planting, 
thirty-nine  days;  that  on  the  Nary,  Army, 
and  Ordnance  expenditure,  forty  days ; 
and  that  on  the  miscellaneous  expenditure, 
thirty-seven  days.  There  have,  besides, 
been  presented  this  year  upwards  of 
18,500  petitions,  showing  an  increase  of 
?5  per  cent  above  the  greatest  number 
presented  in  any  former  year,  except 
1843. 

Here  I  would  make  one  observation  on 
these  petitions,  since  considerable  error 
exists  out  of  doors  among  our  constitu- 
ents on  the  subject.  There  is  an  idea 
that  the  presentation  of  a  petition  is  an 
empty  form — that  it  is  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table,  and  is  never  heard  of  again. 
Now,  it  is  as  well  that  our  constituents 
should  know  that  every  petition  laid  on 
the  table  is  scrutinised  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  most  experienced  and  in- 
fluential Members  of  this  House — that 
every  petition  which,  from  the  importance 
of  its  subject  or  the  ability  of  its  state- 
ments^ appears  to  merit  more  particular 
notice,  is  printed  at  the  public  cost,  and 
afterwards  circulated  among  the  Members; 
and  I  believe  that  at  this  moment  the  right 
of  petition  (although  it  is  not  permitted  to 
make  speeches  on  every  petition)  is  a  more 
important  and  efficient  right  than  has  ever 
been  enjoyed  at  any  time  by  the  people  of 
England  in  this  respect. 

Having,  therefore,  fairly,  I  hope,  stated 
the  causes  to  which  is  imputed  the  great 
evil  we  all  acknowledge — namely,  the  ap- 
parent inefficiency  of  our  system  of  govern- 
ment for  the  transaction  of  business  neces- 
sary to  the  welfare  of  the  State — I  shall 
proceed  to  see  whether  those  causes  are 
founded  in  justice  ;  and  if  they  are  not, 
whether  it  is  possible,  before  the  Parlia- 
ment is  prorogued,  to  ascertain  what  the 
real  cause  is.  It  would  be,  perhaps,  con- 
venient to  recall  to  the  House  thQ  circum- 

VOL.  CI.    {2S} 


stances  under  which  this  Parliament  met. 
Such  extraordinary  events  have  occurred 
since  February,  that  we  are  apt  to  for- 
get, while  reflecting  on  the  fall  of 
thrones,  the  uprooting  of  dynasties,  the 
toppling  down  of  great  Miuisters  whose 
reputation  had  become  almost  part  of  his- 
tory, and  who,  for  more  than  half  a  century, 
had  moulded  the  government — one  might 
almost  say,  of  civilised  Europe — I  repeat, 
that  while  these  catastrophes  are  fresh  in 
our  memory,  we  are  apt  to  forget  (so  long 
has.  been  the  duration,  and  so  eventful  the 
period  of  this  Session)  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  present  Parliament  met. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  should  recollect  that  when 
this  first  Session  of  the  new  Parliament  of 
the  Queen  assembled,  we  were  then  suffer- 
ing from  events  which,  though  not  of  a 
reputation  so  European,  or  of  a  character 
so  comprehensive  as  those  I  have  just  re- 
ferred to,  yet,  as  far  as  we  were  concerned, 
were  not  less  strange,  and  far  more  sad. 
The  inscrutable  and  omnipotent  decree  had 
gone  forth  and  stricken  one  of  the  Queen's 
kingdoms  with  famine,  and  the  great  ef- 
forts obliged  to  be  made  by  the  merchants 
of  this  country  in  consequence  of  that  ter- 
rible visitation,  led — in  addition,  no  doubt, 
to  other  causes — to  a  commercial  crisis 
perhaps  of  unprecedented  severity.  There 
were  uprootings  of  commercial  dynasties  in 
England  not  less  striking  than  the  fall  of 
those  political  houses  of  which  we  have 
lately  heard  so  much.  Day  after  day. 
Gentlemen  whom  we  had  lived  with  in  this 
House,  and  whom  we  respected  and  re- 
garded— merchants  of  the  highest  Euro- 
pean reputation — were  during  that  crisis 
rudely  torn,  I  may  say,  from  these  benches, 
if  not  with  disgrace  and  dishonour,  yet 
with  circumstances  of  pitiable  vicissitude 
seldom  equalled.  When  Parliament  met, 
there  was  this  commercial  distress  of  un- 
precedented severity — private  credit  was 
paralysed — trade  was  more  than  dull,  it 
was  almost  dead — and  there  scarcely  was 
a  private  individual  in  this  kingdom,  from 
the  richest  and  noblest  in  the  land  down 
to  the  most  humble  among  the  middle 
classes,  who  was  not  smarting  under  the 
circumstances  of  that  commercial  distress, 
which  was  of  a  nature  so  severe  and  strik- 
ing that  it  was  one  of  the  main  causes  al- 
leged for  calling  the  Parliament  together  in 
November.  Her  Majesty  stated  the  reasons 
which  induced  Her  to  call  the  Parliament 
together  then,  and  She  was  pleased  to  say 
that  She  **  had  seen  with  great  concern 
the  distress  which  has  for  some  time  pre- 
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Tailed  among  the  commercial  classes;"  and 
Her  Majesty  enlarged  on  that  subject  in 
terms  which  I  will  not  now  quote  at  length, 
as  every  Gcutleman  is  acquainted  with 
them.  But  let  me  ask  the  House  whether, 
on  that  subject  of  commercial  distress, 
there  was,  when  the  House  met,  too  much 
discussion  ? 

When  the  House  is  charged  with  having 
such  a  propensity  for  making  speeches,  let 
me  recall  to  the  recollection  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  the  impression  of  the  entire 
country,  after  we  had  met,  was  that  we 
had  been  called  together  by  the  Sovereign 
upon  the  occasion  of  a  great  exigency — 
upon  an  acknowledged  specific  case  of 
universal  interest — and  that  on  that  sub- 
ject the  House  of  Commons  said  nothing. 
There  was,  I  believe,  a  feeling  of  blank 
discomfiture  pervading  all  classes — per- 
vading all  parties — ^in  the  country  and  in 
the  towns — because,  when  Parliament  met, 
it  did  not  immediately  give  to  the  causes 
of  that  commercial  distress,  by  which  the 
country  had  been  stricken  so  severely,  the 
advantage  of  a  public  discussion,  which 
might  have  arbitrated  between  the  conten- 
ding theories  and  conflicting  reasons,  and 
arrived  at  some  results  which  would  have 
been  a  fair  guide  to  public  intelligence. 
There  was,  however,  no  discussion  what- 
ever on  that  subject.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
mean  to  deny  that  when  the  House  met, 
there  was,  upon  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
dress, a  desultory  discussion  for  a  couple 
of  nights,  in  the  course  of  which  the  com- 
mercial distress  and  monetary  crisis  formed 
two  important  elements.  But  wo  know 
that  Parliament  never  meets  without  such 
desultory  discussion;  and  no  one  ever 
heard  an  opening  discussion  in  a  new  Par- 
liament which  was  not  general,  and  usually 
adjourned.  In  the  present  instance,  it 
was  insignificant,  because  there  was  a  ge- 
neral understanding  that  the  question  was 
too  vast  to  be  encountered  in  that  inci- 
dental manner,  and  it  was  supposed  that 
the  first  business  of  the  House  would  be  a 
prolonged  and  complete  discussion  on  that 
great  subject;  for  let  me  recall  to  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  the  language  of 
the  Sovereign  on  the  opening  of  Parlia- 
ment.    It  was  as  follows  : — 

*'  The  embarrassments  of  trade  were  at  one 
period  aggravated  by  so  general  a  feeling  of  dis- 
trust and  alarm,  that  Her  Majesty,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  restoring  confidence,  authorised  Her  Min- 
isters to  recommend  to  the  Directors  of  the  Bank 
of  England  a  course  of  proceeding  suited  to  such 
an  emergency.  This  course  might  have  led  to  «in 
Infringement  of  the  law." 


Now,  I  ask  whether,  on  this  gfeat  nub* 
ject,  in  respect  to  which  we  were  jufitifled 
in  expecting  that  there  would  be  most  am- 
ple and  complete  discussion,  the  House  of 
Commons  has  shown  too  great  a  propensity 
to  debate  ?  I  shall  be  told,  no  doubt,  that 
although  I  have  referred  merely  to  a  de« 
sultory  discussion  on  the  Motion  of  the 
Address,  with  respect  to  the  commercial 
distress,  and  especially  as  to  the  oondaet 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the  adyice 
given  to  the  Directors  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  still,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stamford  did,  on  a  subse- 
quent occasion,  bring  the  question  formally 
before  the  House.  That  is  very  true;  but, 
in  the  first  place,  I  should  think  there  are 
few  who  would  maintain  that  there  was 
any  abuse  of  the  privileges  of  Parliament 
when  such  a  man,  on  such  a  subject,  ap« 
pealed  to  the  House  of  Commons.  I  should 
say  that,  considering  the  experience  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend — the  turn  of  his  mincu 
the  bent  of  his  studies — it  would  have  been 
satisfactory  to  the  country,  to  men  of  all 
parties,  that  he,  of  all  persons,  should 
have  originated  an  investigation  iilto  the 
subject — the  management  and  constitution 
of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  during  the 
crisis.  But  I  do  not  suppose  that  that 
Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  be  al- 
leged to  have  been  of  an  intrusive  or  im- 
pertinent nature.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
the  night  occupied  by  that  discussion  will 
be  represented,  like  other  nights,  as  a 
waste  of  time.  If  so,  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  we  had  not  the  alternative  of 
silence  in  that  respect,  for  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  announced,  throu^  the 
highest  medium,  that  they  had  counselled 
the  Directors  of  the  Bank  of  England  to 
infringe  the  law.  True  it  is  that,  in  the 
same  Royal  Speech,  they  intimated  that 
that  infringement,  notwithstanding  their 
permission,  did  not  take  place;  but  mj 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  those  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House  with  whom  he 
acts,  could  not  agree  that  the  criminality 
of  an  offence  only  consists  in  perpetration 
and  action.  We  hold  that  the  intention  is 
just  as  guilty  as  the  perpetration — that  a 
man  who  tries  to  commit  a  murder  is  as 
guilty  as  a  man  who  has  actually  com- 
mitted a  murder-^and  that,  therefore,  if  a 
Minister  counsels  a  public  body  to  infringre 
the  law,  although  the  infringement  may 
not  take  place,  it  is  a  case  in  which  Par- 
liament ought  to  come  forward  constitu- 
tionally to  indemnify  the  Minister  if  it  ap» 
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proyes  of  his  counsel.  l?hese  were  our 
opinions;  but  I  am  not  clear  that  they 
would  have  heen  forced  upon  the  House 
had  it  not  heen  for  the  ostentatious  man- 
ner in  which  the  Goyemment  announced, 
in  the  Queen's  Speech,  their  counselling 
the  infringement  of  the  law,  and  in  which 
they  led  the  House  to  understand  that  it 
Was  their  opinion,  as  such  infringement  of 
the  law  had  not  taken  place,  that  they  re- 
quired no  indemnity.  I  think  myself  that 
the  whole  conduct  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  that  letter  was  so  weak  and 
whimsical  that  it  is  difficult  to  account  for 
it  except  by  supposing  that  they  were — as 
naturally  they  may  have  heen — ^in  a  state 
of  very  great  perplexity.  Why  they  should 
have  been  so  long  before  they  counselled 
the  infringement  of  the  law — yvhy,  when 
they  had  done  so,  they  should  have  been 
So  delighted  that  the  Bank  did  not  avail 
itself  of  the  privilege — and  why,  having 
done  all  this,  which  amounted  to  nothing, 
they  should  have  written  the  paragraph  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred— completely  puzzles  one.  I  scarcely 
know  to  what  to  compare  their  conduct, 
except  something  that  occurs  in  a  delight^ 
ful  city  of  the  south,  with  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen are  familiar — and  which  is  now,  I 
believe,  blockaded  or  bullied  by  the  Eng- 
lisn  fleet.  There  an  annual  ceremony  takes 
place,  when  the  whole  population  are  found 
m  a  state  of  the  greatest  alarm  and  sor- 
row. A  procession  moves  through  the 
streets,  in  which  the  blood  of  a  saint  is 
carried  in  a  consecrated  vase.  The  people 
throng  around  the  vase,  and  there  is  a 
great  pressure — as  there  was  in  London  at 
the  time  to  which  I  am  alluding.  This 
pressure  in  time  becomes  a  panic — just  as 
it  did  in  London.  It  is  curious  that  in 
both  oases  the  cause  is  the  same  :  it  is  a 
cause  of  congealed  circulation.  Just  at 
the  moment  when  unutterable  gloom  over- 
spreads the  population — when  nothing  but 
despair  and  consternation  prevail  —  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — I  beg  par- 
don— the  Archbishop  of  Tarento  announces 
the  liquefaction  of  St.  Januarius's  blood — 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an- 
nounced the  issue  of  a  Government  letter  : 
in  both  instances,  a  wholesome  state  of 
currency  returned:  the  people  resume  their 
gaiety  and  cheerfulness,  the  panic  and  the 
pressure  disappear,  everybody  returns  to 
music  and  maccaroni — as  in  London  every- 
body returned  ^0  business — and  in  both 
cases  the  remedy  is  equally  efficient  and 
equally  a  hoax. 


I  think,  then,  there  is  some  reason  for 
the  House  to  agree  with  me  that,  as  far 
as  this  great  question  of  commercial  dis- 
tress (which  the  hon.  Member  for  War- 
wickshire is  well  aware  has  not  yet  termi- 
nated) is  concerned,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  not  wasted  much  time.  This 
is  the  most  important  subject  which 
could  possibly  interest  a  great  commer- 
cial nation,  and  yet  I  believe  there  are 
not  a  dozen  Members  in  the  House  who 
have  expressed  their  opinions  upon  it.  I 
confess  that,  as  far  as  our  discussions  upon 
banking  are  concerned,  I  have  long  relin- 
quished any  hope  that  their  result  would 
be  as  satisfactory  as  I  could  desire.  I  ob- 
serve that,  by  the  adroit  tactics  of  a  great 
master  of  Parliamentary  stratagem,  a  com- 
bat always  takes  place  between  opposite 
opinions,  with  which  those  who  originate 
the  question  have  generally  very  little  to 
do.  The  debate  is  always  interesting — it 
is  frequently  entertaining — but  the  sound 
principles  of  banking  are  seldom  advanced 
by  such  discussions;  and  to  obtain  that 
great  end  I  confess  that  I  look  forward  to 
only  one  means,  and  that  a  very  painful 
one — another  pressure  and  another  panic. 

I  will  now.  Sir,  refer  to  a  subject  of  the 
utmost  possible  importance — the  financial 
question;  and  I  will  ask  the  House,  now 
on  the  30th  of  August,  after  sitting  for 
nearly  ten  months,  calmly  to  consider  whe- 
ther, with  regard  to  the  financial  state- 
ments and  the  measures  which  result  from 
those  statements,  the  conduct  of  the  House 
of  Commons  has  been  of  the  thoughtless, 
unbusiness-like,  unsatisfactory  character 
which  is  alleged?  I  ask  the  House  to 
inquire  how  much  time  has  been  occupied 
during  the  present  Session  by  those  finan- 
cial communications  and  arrangements 
which  it  is  the  first  duty  of  an  English  Min- 
ister to  submit  to  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
I  ask  the  House  to  inquire  whether,  if 
time  has  been  wasted,  it  has  been  wasted 
by  the  House  of  Commons — whether  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members  or  the  forms  of 
the  House  have  occasioned  such  an  ex- 
penditure of  the  public  time?  On  the 
18th  of  February  the  financial  statement 
was  made  to  this  House.  It  was  exceed- 
ingly satisfactory,  both  to  the  House  and 
to  the  country,  to  be  told  that  when  Par- 
liament met  after  Christmas  not  an  hour 
would  be  unnecessarily  lost  before  the 
financial  statement  was  made.  There  was 
a  disposition  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
view  the  conduct  of  the  Government  with 
forbearance;  and  I  believe,  indeed,  that 
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they  were  ia  some  degree  farourites  out  of 
doors.  People  said,  *•  To  be  sure  they  are 
not  men  of  business,  but  they  have  hard 
times.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  a  most  active  man.  True — he  got  wrong 
in  his  deficiency  bills,  but  that  was  an  ex- 
ceptional case.  The  Government  are  now 
sailing  in  still  water,  and  they  meet  public 
business  like  men.  When  Parliament 
meets,  not  a  moment  is  to  be  lost :  the 
Prime  Minister  will  be  prepared,  and  we 
arc  to  have  the  budget  early  in  February.'* 
Well,  Sir,  notwithstanding  all  the  great 
events  which  have  occurred  in  Europe,  I 
still  recollect  that  budget.  It  was  com- 
municated to  the  House  quite  in  a  grand 
style.  It  was  not  entrusted  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  Tam worth  itself 
could  not  have  arranged  a  programme 
more  magnificent  and  more  solemn.  The 
Prime  Minister  himself  came  forward. 
The  considerations  included,  in  a  poli- 
tical sense,  were  not  less  important  than 
those  of  a  financial  nature.  It  was  clearly 
a  budget  that  could  not  be  entrusted  to 
a  mere  man  of  routine — it  demanded 
the  expansive  views  and  the  high  spirit 
of  a  statesman.  The  country  was  to 
be  defended  as  well  as  the  taxes  to 
be  paid.  These  were  great  questions  for 
the  House  to  consider;  and  when  we  were 
informed  of  our  danger — when  we  were  in- 
duced to  express  our  determination  to  pro- 
tect our  country,  our  Sovereign,  and  our 
hearths — when  ^e  found  there  was  to  be 
an  increase  not  only  of  the  miscellaneous 
but  of  the  military  estimates — then  the 
great  sting  in  the  epigram  was  apparent, 
and  we  were  told  the  income-tax  was 
to  be  doubled.  Now,  that  was  clearly  a 
financial  scheme  which  must  have  been 
most  completely  matured.  It  was  not 
a  scheme  that  was  taken  up  in  an  hour, 
or  drawn  with  a  pen  on  the  back  of  a 
letter.  There  must  have  been  Cabinet 
Councils  frequent  and  long,  discussions 
secret  and  interminable,  upon  a  budget 
which — in  a  moment  of  deficiency — re- 
quired the  country  to  increase  its  expendi- 
ture, and  which  attempted  to  accomplish 
two  great  ends — to  defend  the  country  and 
to  fill  the  Exchequer. 

I  think.  Sir,  I  am  using  no  term  of  ex- 
aggeration if  I  express  the  feeling  of  the 
House,  after  hearing  that  budget,  as  one 
of  considerable  dissatisfaction.  Every  hon. 
Gentleman  who  represented  a  party  or  a 
section  rose — almost  even  behind  the  Trea- 
sury bench — and  expressed  an  indignant 
protest  against  the  Goremnient  scheme. 


But  this  was  only  a  murmur  compared  with 
the  roar  which  took  place  out  of  doors. 
A  menagery  before  feeding- time  could 
alone  give  an  idea  of  the  unearthly  yeU 
with  which  the  middle  classes  —  especi-. 
ally  the  inhabitants  of  towns — especially 
the  advocates  of  liberal  opinions  —  and 
more  especially  the  disciples  of  free  trade 
principles — met  this  demand.  Day  after 
day,  Manchester,  Livei*pool,  Leeds,  and 
Bradford  sent  up  their  protests  :  meetings 
were  held  in  the  city  of  London  at  which 
the  scheme  was  condemned;  and  persona 
were,  in  fact,  so  much  alarmed  that  they 
had  not  time  to  investigate  the  causes  of 
their  condition,  but  there  was  a  general 
impression  that  the  income-tax  was  about 
to  be  doubled  because  wo  were  going  to 
war ! 

Well,  on  the  21st  of  February  (the  Mon- 
day following  the  Friday  on  which  the  first 
announcement  was  made),  there  having 
been  several  Cabinet  Councils  in  the  in- 
terval, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  put  forward — (just  as  a  great  general, 
after  arranging  the  disposition  of  his  in- 
fantry, finding  they  cannot  do  all  he  ex- 
pected, sends  out  a  dashing  commander  of 
cavalry  to  make  a  charge  which  he  hopes 
will  set  things  right] — and  made  a  most 
extraordinary  speech.  It  was  a  sort  of 
lament  over  the  misconceptions  which  had 
unaccountably  occurred  with  regard  to  the 
statements  of  his  chief.  One  would  im- 
agine that,  if  there  were  any  Parliamentary 
statement,  any  public  narrative,  which 
would  be  carefully  and  clearly  prepared 
before  it  was  submitted  to  this  House,  it 
would  be  the  financial  exposition.  I  had 
listened  to  the  exposition,  charmed  by  the 
classic  eloquence  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  I 
certainly  was  not  aware  that  it  was  enve- 
loped in  that  Theban  mist  by  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  it 
was  encompassed.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  the  man  to  put  a  thing  right. 
He  came  forward  and  said  that  the  greatest 
possible  misconception  existed  as  to  the 
estimates — that  it  was  true  there  was  an 
increase  upon  the  Navy  estimates — ^but  that 
it  was  not  a  very  great  increase,  and  that  it 
was  occasioned  by  an  expedition  to  the 
North  Pole.  This  was  the  declaration  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  show  that  we 
were  not  going  to  war,  but  that  we  were 
merely  endeavouring  to  discover  the  North 
Pole — a  luxury,  I  think,  better  adapted  to 
times  when  we  possessed  a  surplus  in  the 
Exchequer.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man acknowledged  that  it  was  true  the 
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miscellaneous  estimates  were  considerably 
increased;  but,  he  said,  you  forget  the  ex- 
pense of  building  the  new  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, of  keeping  up  the  British  Museum, 
and,  last  of  all,  the  immensely  increased 
amount  of  your  printer's  bill.  That  was 
the  defence  of  the  estimates  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — a  defence 
which  heralded  the  most  extraordinary  pro- 
position ever  made  by  a  Minister.  To  the 
surprise,  very  probably,  not  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet,  but  I  am  sure  of  every 
member  of  the  Administration  who  wa^ 
not  in  the  Cabinet,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  announced  his  determination  to 
propose  the  immediate  reference  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Ordnance  Estimates  to  a 
Select  Committee;  and  on  the  next  day  he 
also  proposed  that  the  MisceUaneous  Esti- 
mates should  be  submitted  to  the  same 
ordeal.  But,  Sir,  the  storm  did  not  lull. 
Submitting  the  estimates  to  Select  Com- 
mittees— ^a  point  on  which,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  shall  afterwards 
make  some  observations — did  not  pay  the 
double  income-tax;  and  there  were  symp- 
toms of  popular  feeling  which  almost  might 
have  led  to  the  supposition  that  the  tumults 
which  afterwards  broke  out  in  various 
parts  of  the  Continent  were  about  to  com- 
mence in  this  loyal  country  of  England. 

Well  :  on  the  28th  of  February,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume), 
having  given  notice  of  a  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  expenditure  and  the  diminu- 
tion of  taxation,  and  there  being  also  some 
other  very  inconvenient  notices  upon  the 
books—- on  the  28th  of  February,  ten  days 
after  the  financial  exposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govenimont,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came  down 
to  the  House,  and  in  the  handsomest 
manner — keeping  his  promise  to  the  House 
and  to  the  public  that  they  should  have  a 
budget  in  February — presented  them  with 
two  budgets  !  On  that  occasion  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  that  miscon- 
ceptions as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Ministry 
not  only  still  continued  to  prevail,  but  were 
even  on  the  increase;  that  there  were  al- 
ready several  Motions  of  a  most  inconve- 
nient character  on  the  books  of  the  House; 
that  it  became  necessary  to  review  their 
position;  that  he  had  himself  no  doubt 
that  the  estimates  might  be  considerably 
curtailed;  that  by  borrowing  money  which 
had  been  destined  for  another  purpose,  and 
by  not  applying  some  money  to  the  pur- 
pose for  which  it  was  originally  intended — 
that  is  to  say,  by  filching  ou  Uie  one  haad 


and  screwing  on  the  other — they  could* 
manage  very  well  to  bring  the  expenditure 
and  the  income  to  a  balance  without  doub- 
ling the  income-tax — an  income-tax  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  estimated  would  bring 
an  additional  3,500,0002.  into  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

Now,  let  me  remind  the  House  that, 
from  the  18th  to  the  28th  of  February, 
ten  days  were  wasted  in  this  House  whUe 
the  country  was  kept  in  a  state  of  agita- 
tion; but  was  it  the  House  of  Commons 
that  was  guilty  of  wasting  that  time  ? 
Was  there  too  much  discussion  here,  or 
were  the  antiquated  forms  of  the  House 
tripping  up  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Cabi- 
net ?  Ten  days  were  wasted,  and  we  had 
not  advanced  a  step.  On  the  28th  of 
February  we  were  still  with  an  empty  Ex- 
chequer, and  the  only  chance  we  had  of 
getting  anything  to  pay  even  lOs,  in  the 
pound  of  the  deficiency  was  by  scraping 
some  600,000i[.,  700,000i[.,  or  800,000/. 
from  the  estimates  which  had  just  been 
laid  on  the  table  with  this  announcement 
— **  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons 
— Her  Majesty  has  given  directions  that 
the  estimates  for  the  next  year  should  be 
prepared  for  the  purpose  of  being  laid  be- 
fore you.  They  will  be  framed  with  a 
carefid  regard  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
public  service."  We  had  a  deficient  re- 
venue; yet,  with  this  statement  on  the 
table  of  the  House,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  found  that  the  estimates  had 
not  been  prepared  with  a  careful  regard  to 
the  exigencies  of  the  public  service. 

Not  to  enter  into  a  dry  chronological 
account  of  all  the  sayings  and  doings  of  the 
past  eventful  ten  months,  I  will  pursue 
the  financial  subject  to  the  end,  that  this 
House  and  the  country  may  clearly  under- 
stand what  time  has  been  wasted,  how  it 
has  been  wasted,  and  by  whom  it  has  been 
wasted,  in  respect  of  the  exposition  man- 
agement of  the  public  finances. 

On  the  30th  of  June,  appropriate  to 
nothing  before  the  House;  in  the  midst  of 
a  colonial  debate,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  having  reason,  as  he  supposed, 
to  answer  an  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  oppo- 
site benches  who  had  made  a  speech  of 
considerable  ability  and  intelligence,  sud- 
denly and  in  the  most  impromptu  manner 
threw  his  third  budget  on  the  table  of  the 
House.  Now,  what  occuiTcd  on  that  occa- 
sion ?  I  am  not  now  going  into  the  details  of 
the  sugar  debates,  to  which  I  shall  have  to 
advert  afterwards — I  am  keeping  merely 
to  the  point  of  our  finances.     The  right 
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hon.  Member  for  Manchester  and  the  hen. 
Member  for  the  West  Hiding  proposed  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  upon  the  Bill 
then  before  the  House,  on  the  ground  that 
instead  of  discussing  the  great  principle  of 
which  they  were  the  champions — instead  of 
debating  the  propriety  of  altering  the  law 
of  1846  with  reference  to  sugar  —  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  by  introduc- 
ing his  new  budget,  entirely  diverted  the 
attention  of  the  House  from  the  subject 
before  them,  and  the  discussion  which  took 
place  was  upon  the  financial  state  of  the 
country.  That  debate,  which  lasted  for 
two  days,  instead  of  being  a  debate  on  the 
sugar  question,  was  a  discussion  of  the 
third  budget  of  the  Ministry. 

I  should  have  remarked  that  in  the 
month  of  February,  when  the  first  financial 
statement  was  made,  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  George 
Bentinck)  inquired  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  included  the  corn  duties  in  their 
calculation?  They  answered  that  they 
had  not  done  so;  but  in  the  third  budget — 
the  budget  of  June — it  was  discovered  that 
they  had  included  the  corn  duties. 

We  had,  then,  three  budgets  during  the 
period  in  which  I  have  traced  the  affairs  of 
the  Session,  commencing  with  the  18th  of 
February  and  coming  down  to  the  30th  of 
June;  yet  we  had  not  advanced  a  jot.  Not 
a  Gentleman  in  this  House  took  advantage 
of  such  an  extraordinary  state  of  affairs  to 
originate  an  inquiry  into  the  condition  of 
the  national  finances.  The  Government 
were  let  alone  :  they  were  treated  with  the 
greatest  forbearance  and  indulgence;  yet, 
from  the  18th  of  February  to  the  30th  of 
Juno,  they  had  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
redeemed  their  promise  to  the  House  and 
to  the  country.  All  they  had  done  was 
what,  certainly,  no  Ministers  had  ever  done 
before  :  they  had  produced  three  financial 
projects,  all  of  which  were  inefficient. 

Now,  let  us  see  what  other  portion  of 
time  was  wasted  under  the  system  pursued 
by  the  Government.  All  this  time  your 
estimates  were  submitted  to  Select  Com- 
mittees upstairs,  and  the  Committee  of 
Suppl}'  in  this  House  was  virtually  shut. 
The  Government  could  obtain  nothing  but 
a  vote  on  confidence  to  pay  wages  or  divi- 
dends. When  the  Select  Committees 
were  appointed,  I  took  occasion,  at  the  re- 
quest and  with  the  sanction  of  the  Gentle- 
men with  whom  I  act  in  political  connec- 
tion, to  state  the  objections  we  entertained 
to  submitting  the  estimates  to  Committees 
upsUini.     I  showed,  ia  the  first  place, 


that  it  was  an  unoonstitutional  course  as 
regards  the  Sovereign' — that,  notwith^ 
standing  the  very  pompous  announcements 
of  precedents  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  his  precedents  availed  nothing 
in  the  instance  in  question  —  that  they 
were  all  precedents  of  Finance  Committees 
for  legitimate  inquiries  into  the  expendi<« 
ture  and  revenue  of  the  country — and  that 
there  was  no  precedent  whatever  for  sub-> 
mitting  estimates  which  had  been  pre^ 
pared  by  the  Ministers  on  their  responsi'* 
bility  to  Committees  upstairs,  thus  shifting 
the  responsibility  from  the  Ministry  to  the 
Committees.  1  showed  that  these  were, 
in  fact.  Select  Committees  of  Supply, 
and  that,  if  you  had  Select  Com- 
mittees of  Supply,  you  might  with  equal 
justice  have  a  Select  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means— that,  if  a  Select  Committee 
was  to  prepare  the  estimates,  there  was 
not  the  slightest  reason  why,  by  analogy, 
a  Select  Committe  might  not  inflict  the 
taxation — and  that  the  double  income-tax 
might  have  been  settled  by  a  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  upstairs  as  the  esti- 
mates were  revised  by  a  Committee  of 
Supply  upstairs.  I  stated  some  further, 
objections  with  reference  to  the  appoint* 
ment  of  these  Committees.  I  said  that 
the  course  was  unconstitutional  as  regarded 
Members  of  this  House,  because  it  de- 
prived them  of  the  constitutional  privilege 
to  which  every  Member  is  entitled,  and  rf 
which  almost  every  Gentleman  in  this 
House  avaUs  himself,  of  investigating  in 
Committee  the  justice  of  these  estimates, 
and  expressing  his  opinion  on  subjects 
which  may  be  interesting  to  himself  and 
his  constituents.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Russell),  who  did  mo  the  honour  of 
answering* me,  said  it  was  a  perfect  delu- 
sion to  suppose  that,  because  the  esti- 
mates were  referred  to  Committees  up- 
stairs, hon.  Gentlemen  would,  therefore, 
be  deprived  of  their  constitutional  privi- 
lege of  criticism  in  Committee  of  the 
whole  House;  and  he  said  that,  when  the 
estimates  came  down  from  the  Committees, 
all  the  658  Members  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  exercising  that  constitutional 
privilege.  It  so  happened,  however,  that 
the  estimates  did  not  come  down  till 
August,  when  four-fifths  of  the  Members 
of  this  House  were  absent;  and,  practi- 
cally, every  Member  has  been  deprived,  in 
this  important  year,  of  his  constitutional 
privilege  by  the  manner  in  which  the 
financial  affairs  of  the  country  have  been 
administered  by  the  Government. 
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But,  independently  of  thisi  Her  Ma- 
jesty'i  Ministers,  by  the  course  they  have 
taken,  have  protracted  the  Session  and 
have  deferred  the  consideration  of  the  esti- 
mates, m  Committee  of  Supply,  three 
months  beyond  the  usual  period,  Why, 
after  your  three  budgets  and  your  two 
Committees  upon  the  estimates,  the  esti- 
mates were  barely  passed  by  the  end  of 
August.  And  I  ask  with  confidence 
whether,  as  far  as  the  administration  of 
that  great  department  of  public  business  is 
concerned,  this  House  has  been  guilty  of 
the  waste  of  a  single  hour  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  finance  ?  We  had  three 
budgets,  two  Conmiittees,  and  six  months 
and  a  half  wasted  by  this  Administration 
— these  men  of  business,  who  were  to  give 
us  a  satisfactory  financial  exposition  early 
in  February;  and  the  Prime  Minister,  with 
that  almost  sublime  coolness  which  cha- 
racterises him,  announced  late  in  July  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  take  an  opportunity,  be- 
fore the  House  separated,  of  making  an- 
other financial  statement. 

Well,  Sir,  we  had  at  last  the  fourth 
budget.  We  had,  some  time  ago,  the 
Government  of  all  the  talents :  this  is  the 
Government  of  all  the  budgets.  Alas,  for 
'this  fourth  budget !  It  came  late,  and  at 
a  moment  when  we  wanted  glad  tidings ; 
but,  unfortunately,  it  was  not  characterised 
by  the  sunny  aspect  which  was  desirable. 
I  shall  never  forget  the  scene.  It  was  a 
dreary  moment.  There  was  a  very  thin 
House — ^the  thinnest,  I  suppose,  that  ever 
attended  a  ceremony  so  interesting  to 
every  country,  and  especially  to  a  com- 
mercial and  financial  country  like  England. 
I  never  saw  a  budget  brought  forward  be- 
fore an  attendance  so  gloomy  and  so  small. 
No;  I  shall  never  forget  the  scene.  It 
irresistibly  reminded  me  of  a  celebrated 
character  who,  like  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  had  four  trials  in  his  time,  and 
whose  last  was  the  most  unsuccessful — I 
mean  the  great  hero  of  Cervantes,  when 
he  returned  from  his  fourth  and  final  ex- 
pedition. The  great  spirit  of  Quixote  had 
subsided;  all  that  sally  of  financial  chivalry 
which  cut  us  down  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  and  which  trampled  and  cantered 
over  us  in  the  middle,  was  gone.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  will  remember  the  chapter  to 
which  I  refer,  which  describes  the  period 
when  the  knight's  illusions  on  the  subject 
of  chivalry  were  fast  dispelling,  and  losing 
his  faith  in  chivalry  or  finance  be  returned 
homo  crest-fallen  Mid  ifoaiy,     The  yil- 


lagers,  like  the  Opposition,  wore  drawn 
out  to  receive  him  ;  and  Cervantes  tells  us 
that,  although  they  were  aware  of  his 
weakness,  they  treated  him  with  respect. 
His  immediate  friends — the  barber,  the 
curate,  the  bachelor  Sampson  Carrasco — 
whose  places  might  be  supplied  in  this 
House  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
and,  perhaps,  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  were  assembled,  and  with  de- 
mure reverence  and  feigned  sympathy  they 
greeted  him,  broken  in  spirit,  and  about 
for  ever  to  renounce  those  delightful  il- 
lusions under  which  he  had  sallied  forth  so 
triumphantly  ;  but,  just  at  the  moment 
when  everything,  though  melancholy,  was 
becoming — though  sad,  was  in  the  best 
taste — Sancho's  wife  rushes  forward  and 
exclaims,  "Never  mind  your  kicks  and 
cuffs,  so  youVe  brought  home  some  mo- 
ney." But  this  is  just  the  thing  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not 
brought.  Such  was  the  end  of  the  fourth 
and  final  expedition,  and  such  is  the  result 
of  the  fourth  and  final  budget.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  during  the 
whole  Session,  has  been  bringing  home 
barbers*  basins  instead  of  knightly  helms ; 
and,  at  the  last  moment,  true  to  his  nature, 
to  his  vocation,  and  to  his  career,  he  finds 
instead  of  surplus  a  deficiency,  and,  in- 
stead of  reducing  taxation,  he  commemo- 
rates his  second  year  of  finance  by  a 
second  loan. 

Now,  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  cast  their 
eyes  over  the  period  I  have  sketched, 
from  the  18th  of  February  to  the  25th  of 
August — over  the  three  budgets,  the  un- 
constitutional Committees  on  the  esti- 
mates, and  the  fourth  and  final  budget — 
and  then  I  ask  the  House  and  the  country 
with  confidence  for  their  verdict  that  what- 
ever time  has  been  wasted — whatever  de- 
lay has  taken  place — ^has  not  been  attri- 
butable to  the  discussions  of  Members,  or 
to  the  forms  of  the  House. 

Her  Majesty,  in  Her  Speech,  had  been 
pleased  to  recommend  two  most  important 
subjects  to  our  consideration,  in  order  that 
we  might  legislate  upon  them;  and  it  is 
with  very  great  regret  that  I  find,  on  re- 
viewing the  business  of  the  Session,  that 
we  have  not  complied  entirely  with  Her 
Majesty's  commands.  That,  at  the  first 
sight,  IS,  I  confess,  an  apparent  stain  upon 
the  loyalty  of  her  faithful  Commons  ;  and 
I  shall  now  proceed,  in  as  condensed  a 
manner  as  possible,  to  see  whether  we  are 
really  guilty  of  that  deficiency  in  our  al« 
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legiaiicc — whether  it  is  our  fault  that  we 
have  not  oheyed  Her  Majesty's  commands 
in  these  two  respects — first  in  passing 
measures  for  improving  the  health  of  the 
metropolis,  and  also  the  puhlic  health  ; 
and,  secondly,  in  adopting  a  measure  with 
respect  to  the  laws  which  regulate  the 
navigation  of  the  united  kingdom. 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  first  of  these 
measures,  a  sanitary  law  has  heen  passed. 
The  Bill  was  introduced  on  the  10th  of 
February,  and  it  was  ordered  to  be  printed, 
as  amended  by  the  Lords,  on  the  27th  of 
July,  five  months  afterwards.  One  can 
hardly  conceive  that  five  months  can  have 
been  wasted  upon  a  Bill  which,  I  suppose, 
was  a  very  matured  measure,  and  which 
was  rather  pushed  by  the  Government, 
without  there  having  been  very  vexatious 
opposition,  or  prolix  and  unnecessary  dis- 
cussion on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  but,  without  official  statistics,  such 
an  opinion  might  be  precipitate.  Now, 
what  was  the  form  in  which  this  measure, 
which  has  since  become  law,  was  first  in- 
troduced ?  It  was  **  A  Bill  for  Promoting 
the  Public  Health,"  which  we  ordered  to 
be  printed  on  the  10th  of  February,  1848, 
price  Sd,  It  came  again  before  ns  as  a 
Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Committee  for 
Promoting  Public  Health,  and  it  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed  on  the  13th  of  March : 
the  ordeal  could  not  then  have  been  too 
severe.  We  had  then  another  Bill — an- 
other edition  rather — called  **  A  Bill,  as 
amended  by  the  Committee,  and  on  re- 
commitment, for  Promoting  the  Public 
Health,  ordered  to  be  printed  15th  May,'* 
but  the  price  had  increased  to  lOd,  That 
is  significant  that  the  **  project  of  law  " 
was  much  more  ample  in  size  than  when 
it  was  first  introduced.  We  had  a  fourth 
edition  :  **  Clauses  proposed  to  be  Amend- 
ed "  were  sent  round  on  the  15th  of  May. 
Then  there  was  another  edition:  **  A  Bill, 
as  amended  by  the  Committee,  on  recom- 
mitment, on  second  recommitment,  and  on 
third  recommitment,  for  Promoting  the 
Public  Health,  ordered  to  be  printed  25th 
of  May,  price  lOd."  At  last  we  come  to 
*'  A  Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Lords,  en- 
titled An  Act  for  Promoting  the  Public 
Health,  ordered  to  be  printed  27th  of  July, 
price  Is."  The  size  of  the  measure  bears 
an  exact  relation  to  the  price;  and,  inas- 
much as  Sd.  became  1^.,  so  the  number  of 
clauses  and  provisoes  that  were  on  every 
stage  recommended  to  our  consideration 
equally  increased.  Now,  when  we  remem- 
ber thftt  on  these  yarious  occmtiouB,  be- 


sides whole  batches  of  clauses  and  new 
provisoes,  there  were  endless  alterations 
in  the  old  ones — that  the  General  Board 
itself,  which  was  the  essence  of  the  whole 
thing,  was  changed  during  these  discus- 
sions  in  its  constitution,  in  the  number  of 
its  members,  in  the  nature  of  its  functions 
and  prerogatives — that  it  was  once  to  have 
been  a  quinquumvirate  with  two  paid  mem- 
bers ;  then  it  was  to  have  been  an  unpaid 
triumvirate;  then  a  triumvirate  with  one 
paid  member  —  that  there  is  scarcely  a 
function  or  a  duty  connected  with  the 
public  health  which  has  not  been  changed, 
transposed,  and  altered,  during  those  ^ve 
months  of  discussion — it  is  quite  clear  that 
this  Bill  was  in  a  state  which  rendered  a 
discussion  in  this  House  most  profitable; 
that  it  was  one  of  those  instances  in  which 
Parliamentary  criticism  was  not  only  a 
first  duty,  but  a  public  benefit ;  and  I  do 
not  think  that  anybody  can  remember  the 
labours  of  many  Gentlemen  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  especially  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley),  in  that  respect,  without  feel- 
ing that  an  appeal  to  that  legislation  is 
precisely  the  instance  which  might  be  se- 
lected to  prove  the  efficient  services  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  At  the  same  time,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  admit  that  the  sub- 
ject was  one  in  which  the  labours  of  any 
Government  should  be  viewed  with  great 
indulgence;  all  I  urge  is,  that  those  five 
months,  and  those  repeated  editions  of  a 
legislative  project,  should  not  be  adduced 
and  referred  to  for  the  purpose  of  crimi- 
nating this  assembly.  I  am  most  willing 
to  admit — I  admit  it  with  perfect  sincerity 
— that  if  any  other  Member  of  the  Ad- 
ministration but  one,  who  combined  such 
fine  talents  and  such  amiable  dispositions 
as  the  Minister  who  had  the  management 
of  the  measure  had  undertaken  it,  I  doubt 
whether  it  would  have  advanced  to  the 
ultimate  goal ;  and  I  am  sure  that  he  had 
frequent  occasions,  during  those  discus- 
sions, to  show  those  qualities  which  have 
rendered  him  deservedly  one  of  the  most 
popular  men  in  this  House  and  in  this 
country.  I  think,  however,  the  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  no  one  will  pretend 
that  the  manner  in  which  the  sanitary  law 
was  passed  can  be  the  foundation  of  any 
charge  against  the  House  of  Commons. 

Let  us  see,  now,  whether  we  are  the 
guilty  occasion  of  the  navigation  laws  not 
having  been  repealed.  Now,  I  do  not 
enter  at  all,  on  the  present  occasion,  or  as 
little  f^  poBsiblei  into  the  policy  of  mea^ 
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Bures  :  of  coarse,  as  far  as  we,  on  these 
benches,  are  concerned,  we  are  very  glad 
that  the  navigation  laws  are  not  repealed, 
though  equally,  of  course,  we  should  never 
have  offered  any  factious  or  vexatious  op- 
position to  the  Government  in  that  respect; 
but  I  am  merely  looking  now  to  the  in- 
stance of  the  navigation  laws  with  refer- 
ence to  the  conduct  of  public  business.  I 
find,  in  a  return  appended  to  the  Report 
on  Public  Business,  that  the  proposition 
respecting  the  navigation  laws — a  subject, 
the  importance  of  which  cannot  be  magni- 
fied, specially  noticed  and  specially  com- 
mended to  our  consideration  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech — was  introduced  into  this 
House  on  the  15th  of  May.  There  were 
then  two  nights'  discussion  on  the  proposi- 
tion, and  subsequently  there  were  four 
nights'  discussion,  ending  on  the  9th  of 
June;  and,  excepting  the  formal  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill  afterwards,  that  is  all  the 
time  that  has  been  expended  in  discussing 
one  of  the  most  important  alterations  that 
probably  any  Minister,  it  will  be  admitted 
by  all,  could  propose  in  Parliament,  and 
especially  in  this  country.  Now,  I  ask 
the  House,  were  six  nights'  discussion  too 
much  with  respect  to  a  proposition  of  a 
nature  so  remarkable — I  will  not  say  so 
impolitic — I  will  not  enter  into  the  policy 
—but  I  say  of  a  nature  so  vast  and  com- 
prehensive ?  I  hold  that  we  should  have 
been  acting  with  much  want  of  considera- 
tion for  our  constituents,  and  for  the  coun- 
try generally,  had  we  not  addressed  our- 
selves to  that  great  argument  in  a  proper 
and  ample  spirit.  My  recollection  of  that 
debate  is,  that  it  was  conducted  with  great 
talent  on  both  sides,  great  knowledge,  and 
great  ability — that  it  was,  on  the  whole, 
one  of  those  debates  of  the  Session  that 
gave  satisfaction  to  the  country.  Con- 
sidering the  nature  of  the  subject — con- 
sidering how  the  proposition  was  regarded, 
justly  or  not,  as  one  that  might  affect  the 
very  springs  and  sources  of  our  maritime 
supremacy — is  it  to  be  for  a  moment  pre- 
tended that  this  was  a  matter  on  which, 
for  the  sake  of  saving  public  time,  the 
House  of  Commons  were  to  relinquish 
their  high  office  of  debate  ?  No,  Sir ;  I 
do  not  suppose  that  the  noble  Lord  will 
allege  that  our  conduct  with  respect  to  the 
discussions  of  his  proposal  for  the  repeal 
of  the  navigation  laws  were  at  all  of  a 
vexatious  or  frivolous  character.  That  is 
not  one  of  the  discussions  that  have  forced 
the  fish  dinner  to  be  postponed  for  a  week. 
But  I  have  a  charge  agaioat  the  Govern- 


ment, as  far  as  the  conduct  of  public  busi- 
ness is  concerned,  for  their  not  having 
carried  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws. 
If  the  subject  is  of  such  urgent  import- 
ance as  to  DO  the  first  recommended  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  why  was  your  project  in- 
troduced so  late  as  the  15th  of  May  ?  I 
will  tell  you  how  it  was — because  the  noble 
Lord,  when  Parliament  met,  chose  to  In- 
troduce a  Bill,  to  which  he  devoted  all  the 
strength  and  energies  of  the  Government, 
on  a  subject  which  was  not  introduced 
into  Her  Majesty's  Speech — the  Jewish 
Disabilities  Bill.  The  noble  Loi*d  knows 
full  well  that,  as  far  as  my  opinion  of 
that  measure  aro  concerned,  I  am  mak- 
ing no  imputation  upon  the  noble  Lord 
for  bringing  it  in.  I  gave  to  the  noble 
Lord,  at  no  ordinary  sacrifice,  my  sup- 
port upon  that  occasion  ;  but  though  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
principle  which  animated  his  legislation, 
I  do  not  at  all  approve  of  his  conduct 
as  managed  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
My  opinion  is,  generally  speaking,  that 
upon  all  subjects  of  that  kind — the  eman- 
cipation of  the  Catholics,  and  the  like — it 
is  not  advisable  that  a  Minister  should 
bring  forward  a  project  of  change  unless 
he  is  able  to  carry  his  measure.  I  believe 
the  evils  are  great  of  a  Minister  failing  in 
measures  of  that  kind :  the  failure  imparts 
a  party  spirit  and  a  party  bitterness  to 
subjects  in  which  party  bitterness  at  all 
events,  and  party  spirit  as  little  as  possible, 
should  mingle.  Besides,  it  is  an  impru- 
dent and  impolitic  course  with  regard  to 
those  whose  interests  you  advocate,  be- 
cause, when  the  Minister  is  defeated,  the 
cause  always  goes  back.  It  is  known  that 
the  battle  has  been  fought  under  the  most 
favourable  auspices,  and  you  always  find  a 
reaction.  It  is  very  different  if  you  are  in 
Opposition.  If  the  noblo  Lord  had  been 
in  Opposition,  he  would  have  been  perfectly 
justified,  from  his  position,  from  the  opin- 
ions upon  religious  disabilities  which  he 
has  always  most  ably  upheld,  in  bringing 
the  subject  before  the  House  year  after 
year,  to  see  whether,  by  fresh  cogency  of 
logic  and  increased  brilliancy  of  rhetoric, 
he  could  make  an  advance  in  the  House 
and  in  the  country,  and,  in  fact,  to  gauge 
the  progress  of  the  question.  I  think,  in 
the  position  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  he  was  not  justified  in  bringing 
forward  a  measure  of  this  kind  unless  he 
had  a  moral  certainty  of  passing  it.  But 
it  is  quite  clear  that  his  bringing  in  the 
JewiBn  Diflabilitiea  Billi  and  presaiog  it 
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forvrard,  prevented  his  carrying  the  repeal 
of  the  navigation  laws,  and,  so  far  as  his 
conduct  of  the  business  of  the  Session  was 
concerned,  was  a  great  mistake. 

Perhaps  I  was  in  error  when  I  said  that 
pursuing  the  Jewish  Disabilities  Bill  was 
the  sole  cause  of  the  repeal  of  the  naviga- 
tion laws  not  being  carried,  because  I  think 
I  showed  the  House  that  the  main  discus- 
sion had  taken  place  on  the  9th  of  June; 
and  in  a  Parliament  which  sits  to  Septem- 
ber, there  is  no  doubt  that  even  on  the  9  th 
of  June  it  was  possible  to  carry  the  repeal 
of  the  navigation  laws,  if  nothing  else  had 
been  urged.  Now,  what  prevented  it  ?  It 
was  prevented  by  the  most  remarkable  cir- 
cumstance of  the  Session,  to  which  I  shall 
now  call  the  attention  of  the  House,  hav- 
ing, I  hope,  satisfactorily  maintained  my 
position  that,  both  with  regard  to  the  mea- 
sure for  public  health  and  the  proposition 
for  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws,  there 
had  been  no  waste  of  public  time  by  the 
conduct  of  the  great  body  of  independent 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
progress  of  this  latter  measure  was  arrest- 
ed, I  say,  by  the  most  remarkable  circum- 
stance of  the  Session — an  event  which 
gave  a  totally  different  colour  and  changed 
character  to  the  remaining  months  of  our 
sitting — ^whioh  altered  the  whole  tenor  of 
debate  —  which  influenced,  in  fact,  the 
financial  statement  of  the  Minister — and 
which  in  one  shape  or  other  has,  from  that 
time  to  the  present,  entirely  engrossed  our 
attention,  and  a  great  portion  of  that  of 
the  nation. 

The  House  will  recollect  that,  when 
Parliament  met,  our  sugar-growing  colo- 
nies were  beginning  to  experience  the  ef- 
fect of  the  measure  of  1846,  the  first  and 
most  felicitous  effort  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  But  who  cares  for  the  sugar 
colonies  ?  Nobody  attended  to  their  com- 
plaints :  they  were  recommended  a  little 
more  competition — ^a  little  more  energy — 
a  littlo  more  enterprise;  they  were  only  to 
exert  themselves,  and  they  would  do  in 
time.  Nevertheless,  packet  after  packet 
arrived  with  accounts  more  gloomy,  details 
more  disastrous,  till  at  last  the  gloom 
blackened,  and  the  disaster  assumed  the 
aspect  of  despair.  Fortunately  for  the  sugar 
colonies,  there  is  one  Member  of  this  House 
who,  though  not  a  Minister,  or  connected 
with  Ministers,  has  some  influence,  and, 
what  is  more  valuable,  an  intrepidity  that 
cannot  be  daunted,  and  a  perseverance  that 
cannot  be  wearied.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
0.  Bentinc]^)  the  Member  for  King's  Ljnn, 


disregarding  any  imputation  of  wasting  the. 
public  time  when  he  thought  a  public  ia* 
terest  was  at  stake,  determined  to  see 
whether  it  was  not  possible  that,  as  long 
as  we  pretended  to  have  a  colonial  empire, 
there  should  be  at  least  some  appearance 
of  justice  on  the  part  uf  the  Legislature  to 
those  colonies;  whether,  if  we  would  not. 
relieve  them,  we  woidd  not  at  least  inquire 
into  their  condition,  they  alleging  that 
that  condition  was  mainly,  if  not  entirely* 
occasioned  by  our  recent  legislation. 

On  the  4th  of  February,  Parliament 
having  met  again  after  the  Christmas  re* 
cess,  my  noble  Friend  brought  before  the 
House  the  state  of  the  West  Indies  in 
moving  for  a  Committee.  At  first,  the 
Government  would  not  grant  a  Committee 
to  inquire — ^at  first,  all  that  could  have 
been  done  would  have  been  to  make  a 
statement,  or  to  move  for  a  Committee,, 
and  be  defeated  by  the  ready  legions  of 
the  Administration;  but  accounts  had  aU 
ready  arrived  in  the  beginning  of  Febru* 
ary  which  made  even  Downing-street  listen 
to  the  plaints  of  those  distant  islands,  and 
we  were  informed  in  the  quietest  manner 
that  a  Committee  would  be  granted. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL :  That  was  in 
December. 

Mr,  DISRAELI :  Nothing  is  more  pain- 
ful to  me  than  to  make  any  misrepresenta* 
tion — I  thank  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  The  Committee 
was  appointed  in  February,  but  I  had 
agreed  to  it  in  December. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  noble  Lord  is 
quite  right — I  am  much  obliged  to  him. 
On  the  4th  of  Februai^,  the  noble  Mem* 
her  for  King's  Lynn  made  a  statement^ 
and  a  Committee,  after  some  discussion, 
was  appointed.  But  although  the  noble 
Lord  is  correct  in  saying  that  in  December 
he  agreed  to  a  Committee,  he  will  not  find 
me  incorrect  in  saying  that  on  the  4th  of 
February,  when  the  Committee  was  ap« 
pointed,  he  stated  that  he  would  not  alter 
his  policy.  The  Committee  was  nominated. 
It  was  little  heeded  at  first.  I  believe^ 
for  the  first  month,  except  those  immedi- 
ately connected  with  the  colonies,  hardly  a 
person  was  interested  about  it,  or  aware  of 
its  being  in  deliberation.  The  Committee 
was  most  impartially  appointed,  at  least  as 
regards  the  opinions  which  my  noble  Friend 
supports;  for  there  was  a  preponderance 
of  thoso  who  are  favourers  of  the  new  com-* 
mercial  system.  But  at  last,  after  a  month 
or  six  weeks,  rumours  of  the  labours  of 
this  Committee,  and  the  results  of  those 
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labours,  began  to  oreep  about;  tbey  were 
wbiapered  in  the  House;  you  heard  of  them 
below  the  bar :  despairing  West  Indians 
were  found  in  the  lobbies;  they  learned 
that  there  was  a  chance  of  succour — that 
such  a  case  had  been  made  out  that  men 
who  had  entered  into  the  Committee  with 
preconceived  opinions  against  them  began 
to  hesitate.  The  labours  of  the  Committee, 
or  of  some  Members  of  it,  I  believe,  were 
of  almost  unparalleled  severity.  We  heard 
the  other  day  of  a  gentleman  who  had  been 
knighted  because  his  labours  had  lasted 
eighteen  hours  a  day,  he  being  also  well 
paid  for  them.  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
said  that  he  sometimes  laboured  eighteen 
hours  a  day.  I  can  bear  witness  to  it  in 
reference  to  other  occasions;  and  though  I 
was  not  a  Member  of  the  West  Indian  Com- 
mittee, I  believe  there  were  frequent  in- 
stances during  that  inquiry  in  which  he 
laboured  eighteen  hours  a  day.  The  re- 
port of  this  Committee,  of  which  I  have 
already  reminded  the  House  in  my  narra- 
tive of  the  labours  of  the  principal  Com- 
mittees of  the  Session — this  Committee 
appointed  on  the  4th  of  February,  and 
formed  as  to  its  majority  of  Gentlemen 
favourable  to  liberal  opinions  in  commerce 
— the  report,  made  on  the  29th  of  May, 
recommended  the  maintenance  of  duties 
on  a  scale  which  would  have  given  a  dif- 
ferential duty  of  I0«.  to  the  colonies.  But 
on  the  same  day,  ''  Lord  John  Russell  (I 
quote  from  a  written  record)  proclaimed 
the  firm  determination  of  the  Government 
to  maintain  the  Sugar  Duties  Act  of 
1846;"  and  the  House  will  see  that  if  the 
Government  had  remained  firm  in  their  de- 
termination, and  if  they  had  not  indulged 
in  useless  discussions,  they  might  have 
passed  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws. 
The  noble  Lord  had  declared  on  the  4th  of 
February  that  he  would  not  change  the 
Act  of  1846;  the  noble  Lord  announced 
on  the  29th  of  May  the  firm  determination 
of  the  Government  to  adhere  to  the  same 
Act.  Between  the  29th  of  May  and  the 
1st  of  June — the  period  is  not  considerable 
— ^how  many  Cabinet  Councils  were  held 
between  the  29th  of  May  and  the  1st  of 
June?  Although  I  have  made  some  re- 
searches for  this  condensed  epitome  of  our 
life  of  ten  months,  I  have  not  been  able  to 
ascertain;  but  on  the  1st  of  June,  the  same 
Prime  Minister  who  was  unalterable  and 
firm  on  the  29th  of  May,  came  down  to 
this  House  and  volunteered  a  statement 
when  we  were  approaching  another  and  a 
necesiary  relaxatioiir*^tlie  Whitaoa  vaoa* 


tion — ^ihat  on  the  15th  or  16th  of  that 
month,  when  we  should  meet  again,  some 
Member  of  the  Government  would  inform 
the  House  and  the  country  what  the  Go« 
vemment  intended  to  do  with  the  sugar 
colonies.  On  the  16th  of  June,  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  Government  measure 
was  made;  and,  not  to  enter  into  details 
too  familiar  with  most  of  us,  and  weari- 
some at  this  moment,  when  I  have  already 
been  obliged  to  abuse  your  indulgence,  I 
may  say  generally  of  this  project  of  tho 
Government  that  it  was  an  absolute  depar- 
ture from  the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1846, 
to  which  we  had  been  twice  informed  the 
Government  was  unalterably  devoted. 

Why,  Sir,  does  it  not  strike  the  Govern- 
ment— I  think  it  must  strike  the  House 
and  strike  the  country — that  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  less  infirm  of  purpose 
in  this  respect — if  they  had  not  introduced 
all  those  discussions  which  for  three  montha 
have  engrossed  our  time — public  business 
might  have  been  advanced  in  a  very  difie- 
rent  way  from  that  in  which  I  shall  show 
that  it  has  been.  But  the  measure  is 
brought  forward.  I  do  not  enter  into  the 
various  portions  of  the  scheme,^  because  I 
take  it  for  granted  that  Gentlemen  and  tho 
public  have  them  fairly  in  their  minds — 
that  it  was,  in  fact,  to  establish  for  a  pe- 
riod a  differential  duty  in  favour  of  the 
colonies — that  it  also  promised  the  advance 
of  a  large  sum  for  purposes  of  immigration 
— that  it  proposed  a  change  of  the  duty  on 
rum — these  and  the  other  points  are  so 
familiar  that  I  will  not  dwell  upon  them; 
and  the  more,  because  it  is  not  my  object 
to-day  to  enter  at  all  into  the  policy  of 
questions;  and  all  that  I  want  to  do  is  to 
discover  the  causes  why  the  public  business 
of  this  country  is  not  conducted  in  a  satis- 
factory manner.  Therefore,  I  say  gene- 
rally, the  resolutions  of  the  Government 
were  brought  forward,  and  were  discussed 
by  this  House;  the  discussions  upon  those 
important  resolutions  took  up  ten  days. 
Considering  the  question  at  issue — con- 
sidering that  the  principles  of  our  colonial 
empire  were,  in  fact,  under  discussion — 
considering  also  and  never  forgetting  tho 
peculiar  manner  in  which  the  matter  was 
brought  under  our  notice — the  suddenness 
of  it — the  apparent  hesitation  and  caprice 
of  the  Minister — it  can  hardly,  under  those 
circumstances,  be  said  that  ten  days  were 
an  excessive  time  for  the  discussion  of  this 
great  question. 

But  when  I  examine  the  details  of  that 
period  of  ten  dajs^  I  find  that  nearly  foUr.* 
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were  absorbed  by  two  episodes  which  really 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  great  question 
before  us.  There  was,  first,  the  third  bud- 
get of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
which,  on  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  M.  Gibson) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Rid- 
ing (Mr.  Cobden),  absorbed  two  days;  and 
there  were  also  two  absorbed  by  that  inci- 
dent which  is  known  by  the  name  of  "the 
missing  despatch;"  what  was  styled  at  the 
time  in  this  House  **  a  petty  personality," 
but  which  I  believe  is  pretty  well  recognised 
by  the  country  to  have  been  a  great  Min- 
isterial blunder.  **The  missing  despatch" 
took  two  days.  I  do  not  want  to  go  back 
into  the  details  of  '*the  missing  despatch;" 
but  still,  at  the  last  day  of  the  Session, 
before  the  curtain  falls,  I  cannot  help  re- 
membering the  missing  despatch,  and 
some  other  despatches  whi<jh  have  not 
been  placed  upon  this  table.  I  cannot 
help  expressing  my  regret  that  we  live  in 
such  times,  and  have  come  to  such  a  pass 
in  England,  that  the  state  of  our  colonies 
is  such,  that  even  the  despatch  of  a  colo- 
nial Governor  cannot  be  safely  placed  upon 
the  table  of  an  English  House  of  Com- 
mons. Ten  days,  then,  upon  the  resolu- 
tions. I  think  I  have  shown  that  it  is  not 
the  House  of  Commons  that  is  responsible 
for  the  discussion  upon  the  sugar  question; 
the  ten  days  of  discussion  were,  in  fact, 
only  six  upon  the  merits  of  the  case :  had 
they  been  sixteen,  the  merits  of  the  case 
justified  it. 

But  at  last  we  got  into  Committee,  and 
here  is  the  Bill :  let  us  sec  how  the  time 
of  the  House  was  managed  on  the  Bill  by 
the  Government — whether,  as  the  termina- 
tion of  the  Session  was  impending,  the 
noble  Lord,  conscious  of  the  magnitude  of 
the  duties  which  he  had  left  unperformed 
or  neglected,  and  his  faithful  and  skilful 
coadjutor  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
already  acquainted  with  the  value  of  time 
from  previous  experience  in  his  budget, 
came  forward  with  a  penurious  spirit,  coun- 
ting their  minutes  and  doling  out  their 
instants  at  the  last :  let  us  see  how  effi- 
ciently, how  ably,  they  had  prepared  their 
Bill  for  the  House  of  Commons;  let  us  see 
whether  this  great  fish  dinner  was  put  off 
because  we  wasted  the  public  time;  let  us 
see  what  was  occurring  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  that  week  spent  in  Committee 
on  the  Sugar  Bill,  the  very  week  in  which 
the  fish  dinner  ought  to  have  taken  place. 
In  the  first  place,  on  the  16th  of  July, 
when  we  ought  to  have  gone  into  Commit- 


tee, the  trade  had  discovered — and  l^e 
noble  Member  for  King's  Lynn  brought 
the  case  before  the  House — that  sugar  re- 
fined on  the  Continent  of  Europe,  before 
only  admissible  at  a  duty  of  three  guineas, 
would  in  fact  bo  admitted  at  a  much  lower 
rate.  I  need  not  go  into  the  merits  of  the 
claim  for  refining  in  bond.  I  will  not  en- 
large upon  the  injustice  of  not  allowing  to 
Englishmen  the  privileges  allowed  to  for- 
eigners. I  only  want  to  remind  the  Honse 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  promised,  in  con- 
sequence of  that  discovery,  to  bring  for- 
ward a  general  measure  upon  the  subject 
of  refining  in  bond  which  would  remedy 
that  great  inequality  and  injustice. 

On  the  20th  of  July,  before  going  into 
Committee,  a  Member  of  this  House  inte^ 
rested  in  this  question,  the  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  G.  Thompson), 
made  an  appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  replied  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  allow 
refining  in  bond  for  home  consumption.  On 
the  very  same  day  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  brought  forward  another  informality 
in  the  Bill,  arising  out  of  the  description  of 
British  plantation  growth  and  produce  in- 
serted in  the  Bill,  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment at  that  time  were  unable  to  give 
any  answer.  On  the  following  day,  the 
21st,  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  opened 
what  he  called  his  **  masked  battery  "  df 
twenty-five  arithmetical  blunders  in  the 
Bill;  and  on  the  same  day  other  objections 
with  regard  to  the  arrangement  of  the  Bill 
were  made  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  University  (Mr.  Goulbum). 

After  all  this — after,  in  fact,  influencing 
the  conduct  of  the  ti*ade,  and  receiving  on 
their  part  from  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  their  thanks  for  the  satisfactory 
manner  in  which  the  question  of  refining 
in  bond  was  settled — the  measure  for  refin- 
ing in  bond  was  withdrawn  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Of  course,  I  need  not  say  that  when  a 
Government  comes  forward  in  Committee 
and  announces  one  day  its  intention  of  pro- 
posing a  measure  which  is  satisfactory  to 
the  trade  whose  interests  are  in  question, 
and  on  another  day  withdraws  the  an- 
nouncement, these  are  circumstances  that 
in  a  free  Parliament  must  lead  to  discus- 
sion. Why,  what  are  we  here  for  but  to 
attend  to  the  interests  of  these  classes  and 
these  trades,  many  of  whom  are  our  con- 
stituents ?  The  Government,  when  they 
had  made  so  important  a  promise  and 
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afterwards  withdrawn  that  promise,  cannot 
find  fault  with  us  hecause  we  have  not 
passed  over  their  conduct  without  criti- 
cism. The  first  Bill  is  withdrawn  —  a 
second  Bill  is  introduced,  in  which  the 
twenty-five  blunders  are  dealt  with;  seven 
of  them  are  corrected,  and  two  new  ones 
arc  created  in  correcting  the  seven.  Six- 
teen of  the  old  blunders  are  reprinted  in 
this  second  Sugar  Bill — a  Bill  introduced 
absolutely  with  a  skeleton  schedule  !  So 
matured  are  the  projects  of  the  Govern- 
ment— in  such  a  business-like  manner  are 
their  schemes  submitted  to  this  House — 
so  determined  are  the  Government  that 
the  House  of  Commons  should  have  no 
opportunity  to  enter 'into  vexatious  discus- 
sions. 

Will  it  be  believed  that  it  was  found 
necessary  to  withdraw-the  second  Bill  also, 
and  introduce  a  third,  and  in  the  third  the 
Government  confessed  to  the  old  sixteen 
blunders  which  they  would  not  correct, 
and  to  the  two  new  ones  which  they  made 
in  correcting  others  of  the  old,  making  al- 
together twenty-five  acknowledged  blun- 
ders of  the  Government,  and  leaving  still 
seven  unacknowledged,  which  we  have 
authorised  by  our  legislation — blunders  of 
such  a  character  as  calculating  that  there 
are  four  groats  in  a  shilling  !  But  what  is 
the  result  of  all  this  ?  After  ten  days'  dis- 
cussion in  the  House  of  Commons  upon  the 
resolutions,  with  the  Speaker  in  the  chair, 
six  days'  discussions  and  seven  divisions 
take  place  in  Committee,  solely  occasioned 
by  the  impei'fect  preparation  of  these  mea- 
sures— these  three  graceful  emanations  of 
administrative  genius — this  skeleton  Bill 
and  its  companions. 

Now,  I  have  carried  you  through  the 
sugar  question,  I  am  approaching  the  end 
of  the  Session.  I  am  well  aware  that  I 
have  trespassed  upon  the  time  of  the 
House;  these  are  the  sayings  and  doings 
of  ten  months  that  I  have  to  condense  in 
these  observations,  and  I  have  touched  no- 
thing of  a  light  character.  I  have  endea- 
voured to  put  the  case  fairly  before  the 
House  in  a  clear  if  not  an  efficient  manner, 
not  mixing  up  subjects  together,  but  trac- 
ing from  its  source  to  its  termination  the 
whole  course  of  legislative  and  ministerial 
management  in  each  particular  branch.  I 
have  now  put  the  House  in  possession  of 
the  facts  respecting  the  sugar  question; 
and  I  ask  the  House  and  the  country,  is  it 
possible  to  substantiate,  in  respect  of  this, 
the  largest  and  the  most  considerable  feature 
in  the  second  moiety  of.  the  Sessioo,  that 


there  is  any  reason  for  the  people  of  Engw 
land  to  lose  their  confidence  in  the  pri- 
vileges of  their  Members,  or  in  the  forms  of 
this  House,  to  which  those  Members  are  re- 
turned ? 

There  is  another  very  important  point 
to  which  it  is  my  duty  to  advert.  In  re- 
ferring to  the  discussions  upon  the  sugar 
question,  which  lasted  for  ten  days,  I 
mentioned  that  of  those  ten  days,  two  were 
taken  up  by  episodes,  the  '*  missing  des- 
patch," and  the  third  budget;  but  there 
were  other  circumstances  which  absorbed 
our  attention,  and  diverted  our  considera- 
tion from  the  great  question  before  us. 
Almost  every  day  during  those  ten  days  of 
discussion  there  was  a  writ  moved  for; 
there  was  the  Derby  case,  the  Sligo,  and  then 
the  Derby  again  for  two  moro  hours;  and 
this  reminds  me  what  an  amazing  quantity 
of  time  has  been  lost  this  Session  in  mov- 
ing writs,  and  dealing  with  delinquent 
boroughs.  I  want  to  know — I  have  tried 
to  ascertain — for  all  that  I  do  is  merely 
severe  investigation,  and  I  give  no  opinion 
except  in  asking  you  to  draw  inferences  as 
we  go  on  —  how  much  time  has  been 
wasted  about  the  conduct  of  delinquent 
boroughs  this  Session,  and  how  far  the 
House  of  Commons  is  responsible  for  that. 
It  is  a  subject,  I  know,  that  has  much  en- 
gaged the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord. 
We  got  into  a  mess  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session  about  delinquent  boroughs.  No 
one  knew  exactly  what  to  do  with  them. 
The  question  arose  whether,  when  there 
had  been  treating  at  an  election,  the  con- 
stituency ought  to  be  virtually  disfran- 
chised ?  Some  were  of  opinion  that  they 
ought — others  that  they  ought  not;  all 
was  confusion.  In  fact,  it  was  eminently 
an  occasion  which  called  for  a  leader  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  come  forward  and 
condescend  to  guide  public  opinion  and  the 
conduct  of  the  House.  If  the  leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons — a  man  celebrated 
for  his  constitutional  knowledge — of  great 
historical  attainments — a  man  who,  when 
called  upon  to  act,  has  the  power  of  gene- 
ralising from  a  large  quantity  of  facts 
stored  in  his  mind — a  scholar  as  well  as  a 
statesman,  and  in  my  opinion  certainly  not 
deficient  in  courage — if,  I  say,  a  man  in 
this  eminent  position  of  a  great  constitu- 
tional statesman  and  leader  of  the  House 
of  Commons  could  have  spared  some  litte 
time  from  those  councils  wherein  he  arrived 
at  a  fixed  determination  not  to  change  the 
sugar  laws,  to  point  out  to  the  House  what 
was  the  just  and  proper  course  to  bo  pnr* 
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sued  with  respect  to  tho  delinquent  bo- 
roughs, we  might,  perhaps,  have  saved 
some  of  the  valuable  time  which  has  been 
lost.  The  delinquent  boroughs  first  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  caused  little 
debate.  At  last  Derby  came  before  us, 
and  it  was  debated  on  no  fewer  than  five 
occasions.  The  Harwich  case  was  de- 
bated four  times,  Horsham  six  times, 
and  Leicester  twice.  In  all  there  were 
nineteen  considerable  discussions  upon  the 
question  of  issuing  writs  to  these  places. 
This  was  the  consequence  of  the  House 
having  adopted  no  principle  to  regulate  its 
decisions  with  reference  to  these  questions. 
While  all  this  irregular  work  was  going  on, 
and  time  was  wasting  because  the  House 
of  Commons  was  not  properly  led,  a  great 
deal  of  legislation  was  in  progress  about 
tho  delinquent  boroughs.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Flint,  who  is  an  extreme  purist  and 
a  supporter  of  Ministers,  ashamed  of  their 
not  having  legislated  for  the  delinquent 
boroughs,  himself  introduced  a  measure  on 
the  subject,  which  he  called  the  '*  Borough 
Elections  Bill,"  which  was  called  "  No,  1.'* 
I  find,  by  the  official  record,  that  this  Bill 
was  ordered,  read  a  first  time,  and  then 
No.  1.  was  withdrawn.  Not  satisfied  with 
this  result,  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint  sot 
to  work  again  with  **  Borough  Elections 
Bill  No.  2,'*  which  was  ordered,  read  a 
first,  read  a  second  time,  considered  in 
Committee,  and  then  withdrawn.  All 
this  time  you  were  left  without  any  princi- 
ple to  guide  you  in  dealing  with  this  im- 
portant subject.  At  last  the  thing  began 
to  get  interesting.  It  was  seen  that  the 
Member  for  Flint,  whose  name  certainly 
justified  him  in  appealing  to  the  House, 
had  tried  his  **  'prentice  hand  "  at  legisla- 
tion, had  failed,  and  tho  Horsham  Borough 
Bill  somehow  got  upon  the  table.  The 
Horsham  Bill  was  read  a  first  and,  after 
considerable  debate,  a  second  time.  Mat- 
ters had  now  arrived  at  such  a  pass  (it  was 
what  the  Italians  call  an  imbroglio)  that 
the  noble  Lord  thought  it  was  time  to 
exert  himself.  He  accordingly  took  the 
business  into  his  own  hands.  The  Hor- 
sham Bill  was  withdrawn,  and  a  measure 
called  the  **  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections 
Bill  *'  was  introduced,  which,  after  several 
discussions,  was  passed  through  all  its 
stages.  That  shows  what  a  Government 
can  do  when  it  sets  about  it.  But  this 
ought  to  have  been  done  before,  and  then 
the  House  would  not  have  been  troubled 
with  the  two  Bills  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flint,  and  the  Horsham  opisodei  nor  with 


the  nineteen  debates  upon  the  question  of 
issuing  writs.  However,  the  noble  Lord 
having  tt  last  got  the  Corrupt  Praetiees  at 
Elections  Bill  through  this  House,  sent  it 
to  another  place  where  he  can  do  as  he 
likes.  There  a  most  extraordinary  state 
of  things  prevails.  In  this  House  ihe  Go- 
vernment has  at  least  an  opposition  by 
courtesy;  but  in  **  another  place  "  there 
is  not  at  present  even  the  semblance  of  an 
opposition.  Three  or  four — I  must  not 
say  noble  Lords,  but  mysterious  entities — 
were  all  who  were  assembled  upon  the  oc* 
casion  when  the  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elec- 
tions Bill  came  under  consideration  in  an- 
other place;  the  other  Members  of  that 
Assembly,  on  th^  1 6th  of  August,  were  in 
different  quarters,  and  employed  in  different 
work.  The  select  few  who  remained  at 
their  posts  were  quite  a  constitutional  party. 
They  were  all  Whigs,  and,  having  no  one 
else  to  attack,  they  began  quarrelling 
among  themselves.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  BiU, 
whereupon  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land— ^the  Attorney  General  of  the  Reform 
Bill  recollect,  and  one,  therefore,  who 
knows  all  about  delinquent  boroughs,  as 
all  Attorney  Generals  do — declared  that 
he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  come  down  to  the 
House.  I  will  avoid  infringing  the  roles 
of  debate  by  saying  that,  in  another  place, 
which  is  very  well  known,  and  much  more 
useful  than  some  people  imagine,  an  emi- 
nent person  did  say  that  he  had  felt  it  hit 
duty  to  come  down  there  for  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  opposing  the  measure,  and  he  de- 
clared that  it  was  '*  liable  to  objections  of 
every  description."  Whereupon,  another 
person,  for  whom  I  entertain  the  highest 
respect,  and  who  exercises  in  another 
place  the  functions  which  the  noble  Lord 
so  ably  discharges  here,  got  up  and  with- 
drew the  Government  measure.  I  make 
no  comment  on  that  proceeding;  it  is  not 
my  object  to  do  so;  but  I  call  upon  the 
noble  Lord,  who  is  a  man  of  generous  tem- 
perament, to  bear  all  these  circumstances 
in  mind,  and  then  I  think  he  will  not  get 
up  and  complain  of  the  abuse  of  the  time 
of  this  House  in  some  such  terms  as 
these : — **  Here  we  are  at  the  30th  of 
August,  and  nothing  done;  it  is  yon, 
Gentlemen,  opposite — it  is  your  factions 
and  malignant  opposition  who  have  wasted 
the  public  time,  and  destroyed  the  health 
of  the  Government — on  you  alone  the  re- 
sponsibility rests.** 

I  have  now  done  with  this  subject;  and 
I  may  observe  that  I  was  reminded  of 
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these  writs  for  the  delinquent  horoughs  hy 
what  occurred  during  the  Bugar  dehate — 
that  great  question  which  it  was  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Government  not  to  have 
introduced  to  our  notice,  hut  which  the  in- 
domitahle  will  of  my  nohle  Friend  the 
Memher  for  Kind's  Lynn,  of  whom  it  may 
he  said,  quod  vmt  valde  vult,  forced  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House. 

I  ask  the  House,  if  it  has  done  me  the 
favour  to  attend  to  the  argument  which  I 
have  endeavoured  to  place  hefore  it,  whether 
I  have  not  given  you  some  information 
which  may  enable  you  to  form  a  judgment, 
as  to  whether  the  blame  o£  legislative 
failure  in  the  present  Session  rests  with 
the  House  of  Commons  or  with  another 
Quarter.  I  might  point  out  that,  during 
tne  ten  months  we  have  been  sitting  here, 
there  has  been  sedition  in  England,  insur- 
jhection  in  Ireland,  and  revolution  in  Eu- 
rope. I  should  like  to  have  seen  the  Whigs 
in  opposition  with  such  advantages  as  these. 
I  think  that  then,  indeed,  the  time  of  the 
House,  if  it  had  the  power  of  sitting  twenty 
months  in  the  year  instead  of  ten,  would 
hayo  been  fully  expended,  but  for  what  ob- 
jects and  with  what  results  I  will  not  stop 
to  inquire. 

I  have  already  obtained  from  the  noble 
Secretary  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  De- 
partment the  admission  that,  as  far  as 
foreign  affairs  are  concerned,  in  this  the 
most  important  year  which  has  occurred 
tiince  I  entered  Parliament,  when  questions 
were  every  day  occurring  which  would  have 
justified  much  discussion,  there  has  been 
manifested  on  the  part  of  the  House  an  ex- 
treme desire  not  to  press  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, nor  to  expend  the  public  time  by  dis- 
cussion upon  topics  connected  with  our  ex- 
ternal relations.  For  my  own  part  I  must  say, 
that  I  suffer  some  twinges  of  conscience  for 
not  having  performed  my  duty  to  the  mer- 
chants engaged  in  that  trade,  by  bringing 
forward  the  question  of  the  affairs  of  the 
River  Plate,  as  the  noble  Lord  knows  it 
was  my  intention  to  have  done  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session.  However, 
having  painful  experience  of  the  compli- 
cated nature  of  those  transactions,  and 
feeling  that  all  the  energies  of  the  noble 
Lord  were  required  by,  and  all  his  time 
occupied  with,  other  matters,  I  resolved 
not  to  compel  him  to  turn  t^  the  dusty  re- 
cords in  which  the  River  Plate  question  is 
involved  to  make  himself  familiar  with  all 
the  details  of  six  missions,  and  to  abandon 
my  intention  of  submitting  it  to  the  con- 
Bideration  of  the  House. 


So  much  for  foreign  affairs.  As  regards 
our  own  country,  I  think  that  the  condition- 
of-England  question  has  not  occupied  much 
of  our  time.  There  was  an  occasion  when 
that  question  might  legitimately  have  been 
brought  under  discussion — I  mean  at  the 
moment  when  the  monster  petition  was 
presented  to  this  House.  It  was  generally 
understood  that  such  a  discussion  was  then 
to  take  place,  and  but  one  feeling  prevailed 
upon  the  occasion — namely,  that  it  would 
be  for  the  advantage  of  all  interests  that 
the  question  should  be  fully  and  fairly  de- 
bated. I  will  not  enter  into  the  merits  of 
that  question :  all  I  am  anxious  to  do  is, 
to  bring  to  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
that  with  respect  to  the  state  of  England 
no  discussion  has  taken  place  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  As  regards  Europe  and  Eng- 
land, there  has  been  no  waste  of  the  public 
time.  Let  us  see  whether  there  has  been 
any  waste  of  time  with  respect  to  Ireland, 

Early  in  the  year,  when  Parliament  met, 
its  attention  was  called,  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  to  the  state  of  Ireland.  The  Go- 
vernment introduced  a  measure — I  believe 
a  very  good  one — which  was  fairly  dis- 
cussed and  passed  through  both  Houses. 
Nevertheless,  it  is  a  fact  which  must  not 
be  forgotten,  that  a  noble  Friend  of  mine 
in  the  other  House,  whilst  supporting  that 
Bill,  took  the  opportunity  of  asking  the 
Government  whether  they  did  not  intend 
to  go  further.  He  asked  them  whether 
they  did  not  think  it  advisable  to  suspend 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and  to  pass  a  law 
to  make  treason  felony  ?  The  Government 
could  give  no  satisfactory  reply.  They 
did  nothing  then,  but  subsequently  they 
were  obliged  to  adopt  both  of  my  noble 
Friend's  suggestions.  That  circumstance 
alone,  shows  how  friendly  an  Opposition 
the  Government  has  to  deal  with.  On  an- 
other occasion  a  noble  Duke  expressed  an 
opinion  that  the  Government  ought  to  re- 
new the  Alien  Act.  The  Government  said 
at  the  timo  that  they  did  not  know  what 
they  might  do;  but,  in  a  few  days  after, 
they  did  as  they  were  told.  I  put  this 
question  to  the  House  : — ^when  an  insurrec- 
tion took  place  in  Ireland,  and  the  Govern- 
ment felt  it  their  duty  to  propose  stringent  ' 
and  unconstitutional,  but  for  the  time  ne- 
cessary measures,  what  was  the  conduct  of 
the  House  of  Commons  ?  Did  the  Govern- 
ment experience  any  inconvenience  from  an 
enforcement  of  those  ancient  forms  which 
our  predecessors  created  and  cherished  as 
the  defence  of  a  minority,  and  for  the  pre- 
servation of  public  liberty  ?   The  question 
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was  for  the  rescinding  of  all  the  civil  liber- 
ties of  Ireland;  but,  the  necessity  of  the 
measure  being  felt  to  be  complete,  was  the 
opportunity  taken  by  any  hon.  Member  to 
make  speeches  attacking,  or  in  any  way 
hampering  the  Government  ?  Did  even  any 
demagogue  elevate  himself  on  that  occa- 
sion in  order  to  excite  the  passions  of  a 
distant  multitude  ?  Left  as  we  are  without 
leaders,  without  a  general  manager  of  the 
House,  split  into  sections — every  thing  at 
the  discretion  of  individual  Members — what 
upon  that  occasion  was  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  I  say  it  was  a  model 
for  any  constitutional  assembly  in  Europe. 
The  traditionary  good  sense,  the  instinctive 
spirit  of  the  English  nation,  proved  them- 
selves on  that  occasion — we  showed  a  great 
example  to  Europe,  and  that  this  old  Par- 
liamentary constitution,  which  it  is  now  the 
fashion  to  vilify  as  inefficient,  unable  to  do 
its  work,  and  not  adapted  to  this  enlighten- 
ed and  statistical  age,  as  antiquated  and 
cumbersome,  could  combine,  if  necessary, 
the  energy  of  a  despotism  with  the  enthu- 
siasm of  a  republic. 

I  have  now  tested  the  two  causes  which 
are  alleged  for  the  present  unsatisfactory 
state  of  affairs.  I  am  not  aware  that  I 
liave  omitted  any  topic  which  I  ought  to 
have  introduced.  I  think  I  have  shown 
that  the  causes  alleged  are  not  founded  in 
fact.  If  time  has  been  wasted,  it  has  not 
been  owing  to  the  conduct  of  Members  or 
the  foi-ms  of  the  House.  Time,  however, 
has  been  wasted,  and  it  remains  for  me  to 
acquaint  you  with  the  consequences  of  tliat 
waste  of  time. 

I  am  going  to  read  the  bills  of  mortality 
for  the  Session  of  1848.  The  obituary  is 
almost  complete,  being  drawn  up  as  late  as 
last  Saturday  night.  This  is  what  the 
country  has  lost.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  list 
of  forty-seven  Bills,  all  of  them  important, 
and  many  referring  to  subjects  of  great  in- 
terest. More  than  two-thirds  of  them  are 
Government  measures,  and,  therefore,  they 
ought  not  to  have  been  brought  forward  un- 
less demanded  for  the  public  weal.  I  will 
say  nothing  of  the  Jewish  Disabilities  Bill 
and  the  measures  respecting  the  navigation 
laws  :  they  have  consecrated  monuments  of 
their  own,  and  are  not  in  my  list.  But 
here  is  a  list  of  forty-seven  Bills  aban- 
doned, withdrawn,  or  postponed  during  the 
last  six  mouths — a  consequence  of  the 
time  which  has  been  wasted : — Outgoing 
Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Borough  Elections 
Bill,  Elective  Franchise  and  Registration 
of  Electors  (Ireland)  Bill,  Polling  Places 


(Ireland)  Bill,  Audit  of  Railway  Acconnta 
Bill,  Schoolmasters. (Scotland)  Bill,  Tenants 
at  Will  (Ireland)  Bill,  Metropolis  Police  Bill, 
Agricultural  Tenant-right  Bill,  Poor  Law 
Union  Charges  Bill,  Qualification  of  Mcm-r 
hers  Bill,  Tithe  Rent-charge,  <Sz;c.  (Ireland) 
Bill,  Borough  Elections  (No.  2)  Bill,  Hor- 
sham Borotigh  Bill,  Lunatic  Asylums  (Scot* 
land)  Bill,  Qualification  and  Registration  of 
Electors  (Ireland)  Bill,  Election  and  Poll- 
ing Places  (Ireland)  Bill,  Light  Dues  Bill, 
Scientific  Societies  Bill,  Roman  Catholic 
Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  Roman  Catholic 
Relief  Bill,  Sale  of  Bread  Bill,  Highways 
Bill,  Waste  JLiands  (Ireland)  Bill,  Poor  Law 
Officers*  Superannuation  Allowances  Bill, 
Landed  Property  (Ireland)  Bill,  Bake- 
houses Bill,  Life  Policies  of  Assurance 
Bill,  Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  Bill, 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Dublin)  Bill,  Appeals 
in  Criminal  Cases  Bill,  Smoke  Prohibitioii 
Bill,  Remedies  against  the  Hundred  Bill, 
Registering  Births,  <Sz^.  (Scotland)  Bill, 
Marriage  (Scotland)  Bill,  Landlord  and 
Tenant  (Ireland)  Bill,  Provident  Associa- 
tions Fraud  Prevention  Bill,  Chancery  Pro- 
ceedings Regulation  Bill,  Charity  Trusts 
Regulation  Bill,  Fees  (Court  of  Chancery) 
Bill,  Legacies  to  Charitable  Institntionf 
Bill,  Officers  of  Courts  of  Justice  (Ire- 
land), Assimilation  of  Appointments  Bill, 
Poor  Removal  (England  and  Scotland)  Bill, 
Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion  (Ireland) 
Bill. 

I  hope  I  have  now  shown  that  the 
Members  of  this  House  are  not  respon- 
sible for  the  waste  of  public  time — that 
if  there  has  been  vacillation,  it  is  not 
the  House  of  Commons  that  has  wavered 
— that  if  there  has  been  weakness,  it  is 
not  wo  who  can  be  charged  with  infirmity 
of  purpose.  I  have  endeavoured  to  viar 
dicate  the  House  of  Commons  from  the 
opprobrium  of  being  the  cause  of  a  great 
public  evil.  I  call  it  a  great  public  cvU ; 
it  is  more;  it  is  a  great  national  calamity, 
because,  what  is  the  nature  of  the  charge 
which  is  proclaimed  ?  It  is  this,  that  the 
system  of  government  which  prevails  in 
this  country  is  a  system  incompetent  to 
pass  those  laws  and  carry  those  measures 
which  are  necessary  for  the  public  welfare. 
1  cannot  imagine  a  state  of  circumstances 
more  grave  or  more  perilous. 

Having  endeavoured  to  persuade  the 
House  that  the  alleged  causes  of  the  pre^ 
sent  unsatisfactory  state  of  afiuirs  are  not 
the  real  causes,  I  think  it  is  but  right — I 
think  it  is  but  frank — to  state  what  I  thinly 
the  real  cause  to  be.    In  my  opinion,  it  i§ 
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not  difficult  to  discoyer :  it  id  not  remote; 
it  is  neither  distant  nor  hard  to  find.  I 
shall  fairly  state  it,  with  no  personal  feel- 
ing of  any  kind.  I  am  willing  to  admit 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  far  as 
personal  qualities  arc  concerned,  need  not, 
upon  the  whole,  shrink  from  competition 
with  any  hody  of  men  in  this  House  who 
may  reasonahly  be  called  upon  to  admin- 
ister the  Government  of  the  country;  but 
I  must  say  that,  if  I  be  asked  the  cause  of 
the  great  evil  at  issue — this  avowal  of  poli- 
tical incompetency  in  the  institutions  of 
the  country — I  find  the  cause — there.  [The 
hon.  Member  here  pointed  to  the  Treasury 
bench  amidst  the  loudest  cheers.]  I  see 
there  a  body  of  men  who  acceded  to  power 
without  a  Parliamentary  majority.  I  think 
that  they  were  justified  by  the  exigency  of 
the  case  in  so  acceding  to  power — nay,  that 
their  conduct  was  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  and  the  genius  of  the  constitu- 
tion; but,  though  they  were  in  the  first  in- 
stance justified  in  taking  office  without  a 
Parliamentary  majority,  they  are  not  justi- 
fied in  retaining  it  under  such  circum- 
stances; and  their  having  done  so  has  oc- 
casioned two  results,  both  of  a  very  serious 
description.  In  the  first  place,  we  have  a 
Cabinet  who,  in  preparing  their  measures, 
have  no  conviction  those  measures  will  be 
carried.  After  all  their  deliberations — 
after  all  their  foresight — after  all  their  ob- 
servation of  the  times — after  all  their  study 
of  the  public  interest,  when  their  measures 
are  launched  from  the  Cabinet  into  this 
House,  they  are  not  received  here  by  a 
confiding  majority — confiding,  I  mean,  in 
their  faith  in  the  statesman- like  qualifica- 
tion of  their  authors,  and  in  their  sympathy 
with  the  great  political  principles  professed 
by  the  Members  of  the  Administration.  On 
the  contrary,  the  success  of  their  measures 
in  this  House  depends  on  a  variety  of  small 
parties,  who,  in  their  aggregate,  exceed  in 
number  and  influence  the  party  of  the  Min- 
isters. The  temper  of  one  leader  has  to 
be  watched — the  indication  of  the  opinion 
of  another  has  to  be  observed — the  dispo- 
sition of  a  third  has  to  be  suited;  so  that  a 
measure  is  so  altered,  remoulded,  remo- 
delled, patched,  cobbled,  painted,  veneered, 
and  varnished,  that,  at  last,  no  trace  is  left 
of  the  original  scope  and  scheme;  or  it  is 
withdrawn  in  disgust  by  its  originators, 
after  having  been  subjected  to  prolonged 
and  elaborate  discussions  in  this  House. 
This  is  one  of  the  great  causes  of  that 
waste  of  public  time  which,  in  these  days, 
is  as  valuable  as  public  treasure. 

VOL.  CI.    {J^i 


There  is  another  inconvenience  resulting 
from  the  present  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment— in  my  opinion  more  serious,  if  not 
so  flagrant — and  that  is,  it  is  impossible  to 
expect  from  Ministers  thus  situated  those 
matured,  finished,  and  complete  measures 
which,  under  other  circumstances,  we 
should  have  a  right  to  demand  from  them. 
Men  in  their  situation  will  naturally  say — 
**  What  is  the  use  of  taking  all  these  pains, 
of  bestowing  all  this  care,  study,  and  fore- 
sight, on  the  preparation  of  a  measure, 
when  the  moment  it  is  out  of  our  hands  it 
ceases  to  be  the  measure  of  the  Cabinet, 
and  becomes  essentially  the  measure  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  And,  therefore,  mea- 
sures are  thrown  before  us  with  the  fore- 
gone conclusion  that  we  are  to  save  the 
Administration  much  care  and  trouble  in 
preparing  the  means  of  governing  the 
country.  Thus  it  happens  that  the  House 
of  Commons,  instead  of  being  a  purely  le- 
gislative body,  is  every  day  becoming  a 
more  administrative  assembly.  TheJIouse 
of  Commons,  as  now  conducted,  is  a  great 
Committee  sitting  on  public  afliairs,  in  which 
every  man  speaks  with  the  same  right,  and 
most  of  us  with  the  same  weight.  No  more 
the  disciplined  array  of  traditionary  influ- 
ences and  hereditary  opinions — the  realised 
experience  of  an  ancient  society,  and  of  a 
race  that  for  generations  has  lived  and 
flourished  in  the  high  practice  of  a  noble 
system  of  self-government.  That  is  all 
past.  For  these  the  future  is  to  provide 
us  with  a  compensatory  alteraative  in  the 
conceits  of  the  illiterate,  the  crotchets  of 
the  whimsical,  the  violent  courses  of  a 
vulgar  ambition  that  acknowledges  no  gra- 
titude to  antiquity — to  posterity  no  duty; 
until  at  last  this  free  and  famous  Parlia- 
ment of  England  is  to  subside  to  the  low- 
water  mark  of  those  national  assemblies 
and  those  provisional  conventions  that  are 
at  the  same  time  the  terror  and  the  deri- 
sion of  the  world.  Sir,  I  trace  all  this 
evil  to  the  disorganisation  of  party.  I  know 
that  there  are  Gentlemen  in  this  House 
who  affect  to  deprecate  party  government. 
I  am  not  now  going  to  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion respecting  party  government;  but  this 
I  will  tell  you — as  I  have  told  you  before, 
in  a  manner  which  has  not  yet  been  met 
by  any  of  the  Gentlemen  who  oppose  my 
views  on  this  subject — that  you  cannot 
choose  between  party  government  and 
Parliamentary  government.  I  say,  you 
can  have  no  Parliamentary  government  if 
you  have  no  party  government;  and,  there- 
fore, when  Gentlemen  denounce  party 
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government,  they  strike  at  that  scheme 
of  government  which,  in  my  opinion,  has 
made  this  country  great,  and  which  I  hope 
will  keep  it  groat.  I  can  foresee,  though 
I  dare  not  contemplate,  the  consequences 
of  the  system  that  now  prevails.  They  are 
weak  words  that  would  describe  them  as 
prejudicial  to  the  realm,  perilous  to  Parlia- 
ment, fatal  to  that  high  tone  of  public  life 
that  is  the  best  security  for  national  gran- 
deur and  pubhc  liberty.  It  is  more  than 
this  :  it  is  the  finis  fatorum  of  the  great 
Dardanian  house.  I  really  believe  that,  if 
you  persist  in  this  system,  it  will  effect  re- 
sults which  no  revolution  has  yet  succeed- 
ed in  accomplishing — which  none  of  those 
conspirators  that  you  have  lately  disturbed 
in  their  midnight  conclaves  have  had  the 
audacity  to  devise.  I  know  no  institution 
in  the  country  that  can  long  withstand  its 
sapping  and  deleterious  influence.  As  for 
the  class  of  public  men  that  have  hitherto 
so  gloriously  administered  the  affairs  of  this 
country,  I  believe  they  will  be  swept  off  the 
face  of  our  political  world.  For  my  part, 
I  protest  against  the  system :  I  denounce 
it.  Even  at  the  eleventh  hour,  I  call  upon 
the  country  to  brand  it  with  its  indignant 
reprobation.  But,  whatever  may  be  the 
consequences — whatever  may  be  the  for- 
tunes of  individuals  or  the  fate  of  institu- 
tions— I  at  least  have  had  the  satisfaction 
of  calling  public  attention  to  this  political 
plague-spot — I  at  least  have  had  the  satis- 
faction of  attempting  to  place  in  a  clear 
light  the  cause  of  this  great  national  evil. 
I  have  had  more — I  have  had  the  consola- 
tion of  justifying  this  great  assembly,  in 
which  it  is  my  highest  honour  to  hold  a 
seat,  and  of  vindicating,  in  the  face  of  Eng- 
land, the  character  and  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  I  must,  in  the 
first  place,  thank  the  hon.  Gentleman  for 
consulting  my  personal  convenience  as  to 
the  time  of  bringing  this  question  before 
the  Rouse;  I  will  next  thank  him,  as  a 
Member  of  this  House,  for  the  very  divert- 
ing speech  he  has  made,  although  in  what 
it  originated,  or  to  what  object  it  was  di- 
rected, I  am  at  a  loss  to  discover.  With 
respect  to  the  origin  of  his  speech,  indeed, 
the  hon.  Member  read  a  paragraph  from  a 
Sunday  paper,  referring  to  the  day  fixed 
for  the  fish  dinner.  I  asked  the  hon  Mem- 
ber whether  he  was  reading  from  the  Lon- 
don Gazette,  The  hon.  Member  replied 
in  the  negative,  but  said,  that  the  infor- 
mation contained  in  that  paper  was  of  a 
more    sacred  and  confidential    character 


than  any  which  appeared  in  the  OazeU$. 
This  certainly  was  new  information  to  me. 
At  any  rate,  I  can  state  that  the  whole 
story  as  given  in  the  paragraph  about  the 
fish  dinner  being  postponed  from  the  19th 
to  the  26th  is  fabulous;  that  story,  how«> 
ever,  such  as  it  is,  seems  to  have  formed 
the  foundation  of  the  hon.  Member's  ad- 
dress to  the  House.  In  commenting  on 
what  has  passed  during  this  Session,  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  imagine  that  he 
had  to  defend  the  House  of  Commons  from 
some  charge  which  the  Government  had 
made  against  it.  When  I  heard  the  hon. 
Gentleman  pursuing  this  course,  I  was  dis« 
posed  to  say,  like  the  person  who  was  told 
that  reflections  had  been  cast  upon  Her- 
cules— Quis  vituperamt  ?  1  can  state,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  that  no  snch 
charge  has  been  made.  During  the  Ses- 
sion we  have  received  support  in  many  in- 
stances, which  were  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  yesterday.  The 
measures  which  we  have  been  able  to 
bring  before  the  House  have  been  gene- 
rally supported;  and  indeed  some  of  those 
which  have  been  abandoned  or  postponed, 
such,  for  example,  as  the  proposed  repeal 
of  the  navigation  laws,  were  supported  by 
considerable  majorities.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seems  to  suppose  that  we  have  attacked 
the  House  because  some  observations  have 
been  made  about  time  being  wasted  in  pro- 
lix and  tedious  debates.  Now,  I  do  not 
wish  upon  this  occasion,  when  there  is  no 
proposal  before  the  House  for  a  change  in 
our  forms,  to  enter  into  a  discussion  wlie- 
ther  any  and  what  alteration  in  those  forms 
may  be  useful  for  our  present  habits  and 
practice.  But  this  I  will  say,  that  there 
was  formerly  no  practice  more  sanctioned 
and  encouraged  by  usage  than  the  practice 
of  discussing  the  subject  of  petitions  at  the 
time  when  they  were  first  presented.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  presented  petitions  usually 
defended  the  sentiments  expressed  in  them 
at  some  length;  and  I  have  heard  debates 
go  on  till  9  or  10  o'clock  at  night,  in 
consequence  of  the  speeches  made  by 
various  Members  on  the  presentation  of 
such  petitions.  And  yet  that  practice  has 
been  abolished,  nor  has  any  complaint 
been  made  of  a  hindrance  to  free  discus- 
sion. If  that  be  the  dtse,  it  shows  that 
there  may  be  some  alteration  in  the  forms 
of  this  House  without  injury  to  the  essen- 
tial rights  of  discussion,  and  without  impe- 
diment to  the  freedom  of  debate.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  resisted  when  the  proposal  for 
that  alteration  was  made;  and  I  remember 
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that  one  Btatesman,  by  whom  freedom  of 
debate  was  certainly  valued  as  much  as 
any  man— I  mean  Lord  Brougham— loudly 
protested  against  the  change,  and  declared 
that  freedom  of  debate  would  be  lost  if  the 
alteration  were  made.  No  evil  consequences, 
however,  have  resulted  from  it;  so  little 
true  is  it  that  by  a  change  of  forms  you 
sacrifice  that  freedom  of  debate  which  is 
essential  to  fair  discussion.      The    hon. 
Gentleman  has  gone  into  a  commentary 
on  the  proceedings  of  this  Session,  and  has 
led  the  House  through  various  measures, 
to  some  of  which  I  shall  allude.     But  let 
me,  before  I  do  so,  remark  upon  one  sen- 
tence which  fell  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
towards  the  conclusion  of  his  speech.     He 
said,  that  in  this  year  there  had  been  sedi- 
tion in  England,  incipient  rebellion  in  Ire- 
land, and  revolution  in  Europe.  •  Now,  let 
me  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  are 
chiefly  appointed  to  administer  the  affairs 
of  the  empire;  and  when  we  see  that  sedi- 
tion in  England  has  been  met  with  a  vigo- 
rous arm  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department — assisted  by  his  Col- 
leagues— ^when  we  see  that  rebellion  in 
Ireland  has  been  suppressed  by  the  mea- 
sures taken  by  this  House,  and  the  energy 
shown  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland 
—when  we  find  that  revolution  on  the  Con- 
tinent has  not  shaken  the  institutions  of 
this  country;  and  that,  however  convulsed 
the  state  of  Europe  may  have  been,  we 
have  preserved  peace  hitherto  in  the  midst 
of  these  convulsions — I   must  say,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Government  attacked,  that 
the  administration  of  the  empire  cannot 
have  been  so  very  defective;  sedition  hav- 
ing been    quelled,   rebellion    suppressed, 
and  peace  preserved  in  the  midst  of  Eu- 
ropean   convulsion.        I    am    the    more 
induced    to    make    this  remark,  because 
however  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  praise 
the  ancient  constitution  of  this  country — 
in  which  I  am    most    happy    to   second 
him,  though  perhaps  my  panegyric  may  be 
less  eloquent  than  his  own — I  must  yet  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  and  the  House,  that 
this  supposed  duty  of  the  Members  of  a  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  a  great  numbei'  of 
measures  to  Parliament,  and  to  carry  those 
measures  through  Parliament  in  a  Session, 
is  a  duty  which  is  new  to  the  Government 
of  this    country.     That    duty   may    have 
been  more  or  less  well  performed  by  the 
present  Government;  but  it  is  a  duty  which 
was  hardly  known  and  recognised  by  the 
Govemmenta  and  Ministers  of  thia  ooon* 


try  at  a  former  period.     I  will  mention 
three  Ministers  who  were  supported  by  as 
large  majorities  as  any  which  can  be  found 
in    Parliamentary    history.     The  first  of 
these  is  Sir  R.   Walpole.      It  would  be 
really  difficult  to  name  the  legislative  mea- 
sures which  Sir  R.  Walpole  introduced. 
There  was,  indeed,  a  measure  which  he 
brought  forward  involving  an  alteration  in 
the  Excise  laws,  but  he  failed  to  carry  it. 
I  may  mention  also  Lord  Chatham,  who 
was  supported  by  a  Parliamentary  majority 
for  six  Sessions  almost  without  debate,  and 
with  hardly  a  division,  and  yet,  with  the 
exception  of  a  Bill  which  provided  that 
soldiers'  pensions  might  be  paid  in  advance, 
with  a  deduction  of  5  per  cent,  I  do  not 
know  any  Act  to  which  the  name  of  Lord 
Chatham  is  attached.     Another  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  who  waa  supported  by    a 
large  majority,  and  of  whom  his  supporters 
used  to  say  that  he  was  born  to  maintain 
the  institutions  of  the  country — I  allude  to 
Mr.  Pitt — stands   in   the   same   position. 
With  the  exception  of  his  great  measure 
for  the  union  of  this  country  with  Ireland, 
few  legislative  acts  can  be  found  to  which 
the  name  of  Pitt  is  attached;  and  it  is 
well  known  that  he  attempted,  but  was 
not  able  to  carry,  a  measure  on  the  subject 
of  tithes,  which  was  not  ultimately  carried 
till  the  period  of  Lord  Grey's  Administra- 
tion.    I  say,  therefore,  that  it  is  not  the 
sole  or  principal  duty  of  a  Government  to 
introduce  legislative  measures,  or  to  carry 
them  through  Parliament.     I  am  bound  to 
declare  that  in  times  of  great  difficulty  and 
pressure,  the  chief  portion  of  the  time  and 
attention  of   Ministers  must  be  given  to 
those  questions  of  administration  which  de- 
volve upon  them  in  the  exercise  of  the 
discretionary  power  vested  in  the  Crown, 
and    which    every    day   may   call  forth. 
When,  therefore,  these   questions  of  ad- 
ministration have  to  be  attended  to,  it  is 
more  difficult  than  usual  to  watch  the  do- 
tails  of  every    measure  which    may    be 
brought  before  Parliament.     And  yet,  not- 
withstanding this  state  of  things,  and  the 
difficulty  which  we  felt  in  meeting  them,  I 
find  that  out  of  125  Bills  introduced  by 
the  Government  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, 105  Bills  have  been  already  passed, 
or  have  received  so  much  of  the  sanction 
of  the  House  as  to  make  it  probable  that 
they  will  receive  the  assent  of  the  Crown 
during  the  present  Session.  Many  of  these 
Bills  are  of  the  utmost  importance.     The 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland)  Bill  has  pro- 
daced  most  important  effects  in  suppressing 
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the  system  of  assassination  which  prevailed 
there  before  the  Act  passed.  The  Evicted 
Destitute  Poor  Bill  is  likely,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  be  of  great  use  in  mitigating  the 
cruelties  of  those  evictions  which  sometimes 
take  place  in  Ireland.  With  regard  to  the 
measure  for  the  sale  of  encumbered  estates, 
I  own  I  consider  that  while  it  requires  the 
utmost  attention  to  its  details,  it  is  still  a 
measure  which  may  lay  the  foundation  for 
a  sounder  state  of  society  in  Ireland;  and 
I  trust  that  the  encumbered  estates  which 
may  be  sold  may  come  into  the  possession 
of  landlords  who  may  be  sensible  of  the 
policy  of  attending  to  the  improvement  of 
the  estate,  and  the  wants  of  the  popula- 
tion. But  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  gone 
through  a  number  of  measures  with  regard 
to  which  he  says  that  the  vacillation,  or 
change  of  purpose,  of  the  Government,  has 
produced  the  most  injurious  effects.  The 
first  question  to  which  he  referred  was  the 
question  relating  to  commercial  distress. 
Now,  every  one  knows  what  was  the 
course  pursued  with  regard  to  that  sub- 
ject. We  were  obliged,  in  the  course  of 
the  last  autumn,  to  take  a  step  which  might 
have  led  to  a  violation  of  the  law,  and 
which  was  certainly  not  justified  according 
to  the  letter  of  the  Act  of  1844.  We 
thought  it  necessary  to  summon  Parlia- 
ment to  meet  in  consequence  of  our  having 
taken  that  step.  It  was  not  for  us  to  pro- 
pose any  measure  approving  of  the  conduct 
which  we  had  pursued;  but  we  summoned 
Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  any 
vote  of  censure  which  might  be  proposed. 
The  party  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
belongs — because  he  declares  himself  to  be 
not  only  the  advocate,  but  a  member  of 
a  party— had  just  at  that  time  obtained 
an  accession  to  its  ranks  in  the  person  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stamford.  In  the  year  1846,  when  that 
party  seceded  from  the  support  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  they  displayed  very  great  ability  in 
assailing  the  measure  with  which  they  had 
then  to  deal;  but  it  was  their  misfortune 
not  to  have  amongst  them  a  gentleman 
acquainted  with  official  methods  of  trans- 
acting business.  With  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, however,  they  had  the  good  for- 
tune to  recruit  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Stamford — a  gen- 
tleman of  great  practical  experience,  of 
great  official  knowledge,  and  who  had  par- 
ticularly turned  his  attention  to  the  finan- 
cial and  monetary  concerns  of  this  coun- 
try.    Well,   that  right  hon.    Gentleman, 


when  the  question  of  commercial  distress 
was  brought  before  the  House,  moved — 

"  That,  looking  to  the  state  of  distress  which 
has  for  some  time  prevailed  among  the  commer- 
cial classes,  and  to  the  general  /eeling  of  distrust 
and  alarm  by  which  the  embarrassments  of  trade 
have  been  aggravated,  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
House  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  justified, 
during  the  recess  of  Parliament,  in  recommending 
to  the  Bank  of  England,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
storing confidence,  a  course  of  proceeding  at  vari- 
ance with  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  Act 
7  and  8  Victoria,  c.  32." 

Now,  here  is  no  matter  of  blame  to  us. 
We  adopted  a  very  strong  measure  —  a 
measure  which,  if  wrong,  would  have  ex- 
posed us  to  the  censure  of  Parliament  and 
the  country — and  we  called  Parliament  to- 
gether to  express  its  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  the  very  first  person  who  called 
upon  the  House  to  pass  a  resolution  justi- 
fying our  conduct  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  belonged  to  the  party  most 
opposed  to  us.  The  hon.  Member  then 
entertained  the  House  very  greatly  with 
his  accounts  of  the  four  budgets.  The 
whole  of  the  joke — of  which  I  believe  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  whom  I 
see  laughing  at  it  opposite,  is  the  real  au- 
thor— lies  in  giving  to  every  statement 
made  with  respect  to  matters  of  Nuance 
the  name  of  a  budget.  When  the  Minis- 
ter whose  business  it  is  to  attend  to  the 
finances  of  the  country  makes  any  state- 
ment, in  answer  to  questions  put  to  him, 
the  statement  is  directly  called  a  budget. 
The  appellation  is  considered  very  witty, 
everybody  laughs,  and  it  is  exceedingly 
pleasant  to  talk  of  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  who  has  produced  four  budgets. 
But,  Sir,  I  have  known  Ministers,  before 
now,  who  have  brought  forward  ,proposi- 
tions  on  the  subject  of  finance  which  have 
not  been  palatable  to  Parliament  or  the 
country.  When  I  first  had  a  seat  in  Par- 
liament, I  voted  against  the  continuance  of 
an  income-tax  for  two  years,  which  was 
proposed  for  the  purpose  of  winding  up 
the  accounts  of  the  war.  On  that  propo- 
sition the  Government  of  the  day  was  de- 
feated. The  consequence  was,  that  on 
the  following  day  the  noble  Lord  who  was 
at  the  head  of  that  Government  gave  up 
another  tax — part  of  the  war  tax.  The 
Government  of  that  day,  not  having  the 
means  of  paying  off  the  war  establishments 
which  they  had  expected  to  obtain,  did  not 
press  upon  the  House  the  views  which  they 
entertained;  but  in  those  days  we,  who^ 
were  in  opposition,  were  not  so  witty,  and 
we  never  thought  of  saying  that  a  Chan- 
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cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  hrought  for- 
ward three  or  four  hudgets.  The  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  gave  up  the  expectation 
they  had  of  reducing  the  debt  of  the 
country,  and  the  consequence  is,  that  the 
debt  of  the  country  is  larger  than  it  would 
have  been,  and  the  country  was  freed  from 
the  additional  income-tax.  Thehon.  Gen- 
tleman finds  fault  with  us  for  agreeing  to  a 
Committee  on  the  Estimates,  and  he  draws 
a  very  fine  distinction  between  this  Com- 
mittee and  the  Committees  appointed  by 
Mr.  Pitt,  Lord  Castlereagh,  and  the  Duke 
of  Wellington.  But  the  objects  of  the 
Committees  appointed  by  Mr.  Pitt,  by 
Lord  Castlereagh  in  1818,  and  by  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  in  1828,  were  in 
effect  the  same.  [Mr,  Disraeli:  They 
were  appointed  under  a  message  from 
the  Crown.]  True;  that  was  the  differ- 
ence; and  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  is  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  and  likely  to 
lead  to  the  most  dangerous  consequences, 
because  there  was  not  a  message  from  the 
Crown  that  it  was  desirable  that  an  in- 
quiry by  a  Committee  should  take  place. 
I  accept  that  distinction,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  that 
the  absence  of  a  message  from  the  Crown 
is  likely  to  be  so  exceedingly  dangerous  a 
precedent.  What  really  would  have  been 
dangerous  was  for  us  to  liave  left  to  the 
Committee  to  say  what  should  be  the 
number  of  men  employed  in  the  Army  and 
Navy.  But  we  did  no  such  thing  ;  on  the 
contrary,  we  stated  that  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  was  that  a  certain  number  of 
men  ought  to  be  employed  for  the  present 
year,  and  that  no  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee  would  induce  us 
to  change  that  determination.  Everything, 
therefore,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  says 
of  that  kind,  1  think  is  a  mere  delusion  on 
his  part,  and  has  no  foundation  whatever. 
I  must  say,  at  the  same  time,  that  a  great 
benefit  has  arisen  from  the  inquiry  which 
has  been  prosecuted  with  respect  to  the 
naval  estimates,  which  has  not  only  been 
of  great  use  to  the  House,  but  which  has 
been  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Go- 
veniment,  and,  for  the  most  part,  adopted. 
So  much,  then,  for  the  precedent  of  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  estimates  being  an  useless 
measure.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  ad- 
verted to  the  question  of  the  Public  Health 
Bill.  Now,  that  is  a  measure  which,  so 
far  from  being  ashamed  of,  I  am  very  glad 
to  have  been  enabled  to  introduce  to  Par- 


liament ;  and  I  feel  some  pride  in  being  a' 
Member  of  a  Ministry  which  has  passed  a 
measure  touching  upon  an  untrodden  field 
of  legislation,  and  which,  in  the  present 
state  of  our  social  relations,  is  likely  to 
produce  the  greatest  benefit  to  this  empire. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  this  Bill 
has  been  altered  in  this  House;  but  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  wishes  the  House  of  Commons 
to  have  an  influence  in  carrying  on  the 
affairs  of  the  country,  could  hardly  desire 
that  the  Government  should  bring  forward 
a  measure  and  carry  it  unchanged,  and 
that  the  opinions,  the  animadversions,  and 
even  the  remarks  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  should  hardly  induce  the  Go- 
vernment to  modify  a  measure  which  they 
had  introduced.  The  hon.  Gentleman  next 
referred  to  the  navigation  laws.  We  had 
obtained  the  assent  of  the  House  to  the 
principles  of  that  change;  but  the  discus- 
sions which  had  taken  place  on  other  sub- 
jects have,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  truly 
says,  prevented  our  going  on  with  that 
measure.  When,  however,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman attacks  us  on  the  subject  of  the 
sugar  duties,  I  think  he  might  as  well 
have  mentioned  what  has  been  the  history 
of  the  change  in  the  sugar  duties.  In  the 
year  1841  we  proposed  a  measure  giving 
a  differential  duty  of  I2s,  per  cwt.  in  fa- 
vour of  colonial  as  against  foreign  sugar. 
It  was  then  thought  advisable  by  those 
who  represented  the  colonial  interests  to 
make  that  question  a  question  of  party, 
and,  if  possible,  to  overthrow  the  existing 
Government  upon  that  question;  and  they 
succeeded  in  that  object.  They  obtained 
a  great  triumph,  resting  as  they  did,  their 
case  upon  the  assertion  that  the  admission 
of  any  foreign  sugar  whatever  would  be 
ruinous  to  the  interests  of  the  colonies. 
Several  years  elapsed,  and  opinions  on  free 
trade  had  gained  great  influence  in  this 
country  and  in  the  House.  We  passed 
another  measure  respecting  the  sugar  du- 
ties, and  then  those  who  represented  the 
interests  of  the  sugar-producing  colonies 
came  forward  and  asked,  as  a  favour,  that 
a  differential  duty  of  2«.  less  than  we  pro- 
posed in  1841  might  be  imposed.  But 
again,  following  the  course  which  they  pur- 
sued in  1841,  they  made  the  matter  a  po- 
litical and  a  party  question,  and  they  ob- 
jected to  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment— a  proposition  which  they  had  not 
examined.  This  led  to  great  debates,  and 
these  debates  were  continued  bv  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  0.  Bentinck)  on  other  points, 
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not  very  closely  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject to  which  they  related.  The  noble 
Lord  complained  of  a  missing  despatch, 
which  never  was  missing,  but  which  was 
in  the  Colonial  Office,  and  which  was  in 
duo  time  laid  before  this  House.  The 
noble  Lord  found  fault  with  us  for  some 
arithmetical  errors,  but  we  defended  those 
errors,  and  we  rest  content  with  the  de- 
fence. [Lord  G.  Bentinck  :  You  adopt- 
ed some  of  the  amendments.]  It  cannot 
be  denied  that  the  measure  which  was 
brought  forward  with  regard  to  sugar  did 
take  up  a  great  part  of  tbe  Session.  I 
do  not  find  fault  with  the  discussion  which 
took  place  on  that  question;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
the  Government  ever  did  find  fault  with 
fair  discussion  on  any  subject.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  comment  on  the 
conduct  oi  the  House  with  regard  to  writs 
and  corrupt  practices.  I  certainly  sup- 
posed that  this  was  not  a  question  on  which 
it  was  necessary  for  the  Goveniment  to 
take  the  lead  in  this  House;  and  I  recol- 
lect acting  many  years  ago  with  other 
Gentlemen  who  are  now  Members  of  this 
House,  when  I  used  to  take  my  own  line 
on  this  question,  and  when  I  was  success- 
ful in  carrying  Motions  for  inquiry,  and 
afterwards  in  passing  Bills  for  punishing 
corrupt  practices.  It  is  by  no  means,  in 
my  opinion,  necessary  for  the  Government 
to  take  up  these  measures.  At  the  same 
time,  if  I  were  inclined  to  complain  of  any 
opposition  which  has  been  offered  during 
the  Session,  I  should  be  inclined  to  com- 
plain of  the  opposition  which  was,  in  the 
first  instance,  offered  to  the  Bill  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Flint,  and  afterwards  to 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  Government  for 
a  similar  purpose.  A  great  deal  of  time 
was  taken  up  with  those  measures,  and  so 
much  time  was  taken  up  with  them  that, 
when  the  Bill  went  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
I  was  informed  by  a  very  great  authority 
— not  the  Lord  Chief  Justice — that  a  noble 
Duke,  who  takes  a  great  interest  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, was  of  opinion  that  this  Bill  was  not 
one  which  should  be  proceeded  with  during 
the  present  Session.  We,  therefore,  thought 
it  more  prudent  to  postpone  the  Bill  to 
another  Session,  rather  than  press  it 
against  the  adverse  opinion  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  I  have  made  a  short  state- 
ment with  regard  to  some  of  the  mea- 
sures to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
alluded.  I  cannot  well  answer  the  charge 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  brought  for- 


ward, when  ho  speaks  of  a  political  plagae* 
spot ;  it  seemed  to  me  that,  though  in 
three-fourths  of  his  speech  he  undertook 
to  defend  the  House  of  Commons,  in  the 
other  quarter  of  it  he  made  it  the  object  of 
his  invective.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
complained  that  there  is  no  regular  and 
organised  party  in  this  House.  When, 
however,  I  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  I  am  far  from  saying  that  I  did  not 
belong  to  a  party — because,  I  must  say, 
that  the  existence  of  party  tends,  and 
that  most  materially,  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  iree  spirit  of  our  institutions.  Hay** 
ing  been  a  member  of  a  party  when  out  of 
office,  and  again  in  office,  and  having  been 
united  with  men  in  whom  I  feel  the  great- 
est confidence,  and  for  whose  opinion  I 
entertain  the  greatest  respect — men  whose 
abilities  I  esteem,  and  on  whose  conatitu-* 
tional  knowlcge  I  have  the  greatest  reli- 
ance— I  do  not  mean  to  controvert  tbe 
statements  expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  respect  to  the  necessity  of  party. 
But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  noble 
Lord  have  not  been  able  to  form  a  party 
according  to  their  views  and  array  an  or< 
gauised  opposition  to  the  Government,  I 
do  not  think  that  tbe  Government  ia  on 
that  account  much  to  blame.  Considering 
the  labours  which  are  imposed  upon  us,  I 
think  that  the  task  of  forming  and  conso^ 
lidating  a  party  in  opposition  is  rather  too 
much  for  us  to  undertake.  If  I  may  be 
allowed  any  criticism,  I  think  that  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  have 
rather  mistaken  the  grounds  on  which  they 
have  attempted  to  form  their  party.  There 
are  many  Gentlemen  in  this  House  -*- 
strongly  attached  to  the  political  oonstitu-* 
tion  of  this  country — strongly  attached  to 
the  Established  Church  of  this  country-^ 
holding  opinions  reverenced  and  hallowed 
by  antiquity — who,  undoubtedly,  might,  if 
they  so  thought  fit,  combine  and  form  a 
party,  which,  if  inconvenient  to  the  Go- 
vernment, would,  I  am  nevertheless  per- 
suaded, be  useful  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country.  But,  if  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  persist  in  saying,  that  the 
cause  of  free  trade  has  been  betrayed  and 
abandoned,  and  that  they  will  endeavour 
in  some  future  year  to  revive  protective 
duties,  I  think  that  they  arc  straining  after 
that  which  is  unattainable;  and  that  there 
is  no  prospect  of  their  forming  a  consistent 
and  a  coherent  party  while  they  endeavour 
to  attain  such  an  object.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  done  us  the  honour  to  pay  a 
compliment  to  several  Members  of  the  ei> 
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iftting  Adminiitratbn.  I  do  not  mean  to 
make  a  return  for  those  eulogiums,  when 
I  say  that  the  energy,  the  khorious  zeal, 
and  the  untiring  perseveranoe  of  the  nohle 
Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn — the 
ability  and  eloquence  which  have  been 
shown,  not  only  upon  this  hut  upon  other 
occasions,  hy  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House — and  the  ac- 
quaintance with  business  possessed  hy 
many  other  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House— ought  to  form 
materiab  for  a  party  to  which  a  consider- 
able portion  of  the  country  may  fairly  look 
with  confidence.  If  they  do  not  succeed  in 
forming  such  a  party,  it  is  for  them  to  ex- 
plain the  cause  of  the  failure.  I  have 
taken  the  liberty  of  giving  them  a  hint, 
and  that  I  think  is  as  much  as  I  can  be 
expected  to  do.  With  regard  to  the 
whole  of  this  Session,  I  think  there  have 
been  several  circumstances  which  will  ac- 
count for  the  great  delay  which  has  oc- 
curred in  the  transaction  of  public  busi- 
ness. Some  of  these  relate  to  the  issue 
of  new  writs,  and  to  matters  which  helong 
to  the  first  Session  of  a  new  Parliament. 
Some  of  them,  therefore,  we  may  expect 
to  he  corrected  in  a  future  Session.  I 
think,  however,  that  it  will  be  worth  while 
for  Members  of  this  House  to  consider  whe- 
ther, while  we  preserve  these  valuable 
rules  of  debates,  it  would  not  be  desirable 
for  some  Members  to  refrain  from  giving  us 
so  much  of  their  opinions,  and  so  frequently 
addressing  the  House  at  present.  It  would 
be  invidious  on  my  part  were  I  to  point  out 
any  hon.  Members  who  might  be  considered 
obnoxious  to  this  observation;  when,  how- 
over,  the  hon.  Member  says  that  he  comes 
here  to  defend  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
really  must  say,  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  not  the  defending,  but  the  com- 
plaining party.  The  House  of  Commons 
IS  the  plaintiff  in  the  cause;  at  least  49> 
50ths  of  the  House  complain  of  the  other 
fraction  of  the  House,  on  account  of  their 
being  the  cause  of  the  delay  which  occurs 
in  the  transaction  of  public  business.  I  am 
quite  certain,  that  if  tno  opinion  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  could  be  consulted, 
they  would,  on  certain  occasions,  say, 
"  Here  is  a  speech  which  might  well  be 
spared;  we  have  heard  it  ^ye  or  six 
times  before,  and  therefore  we  do  not 
feel  it  absolutely  necessary  that  we 
should  hear  it  again;"  but  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  whole  of  the  Session  I  must 
say,  that  the  measures  which  have  heen 
passed  form   no  ioaignifieant  proportion 


of  the  Bills  which  have  been  introduced 
by  the  Government.  Out  of  125  Bills 
which  have  been  introduced  by  the  Go- 
vernment during  the  present  Session, 
105  have  been  passed  ;  and  it  will  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session,  we  had 
only  two  days  a  week,  or  eight  days  a 
month,  allotted  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
posing Bills,  and  at  the  same  time  wo 
had  the  estimates  and  financial  plans  of 
the  year  to  submit  to  Parliament.  I  do 
maintain,  above  all,  that,  as  I  have  al- 
ready stated  in  the  commencement  of 
my  address  to  the  House,  with  sedition 
in  England,  incipient  rebellion  in  Ire- 
land, and  a  convulsion  in  Europe,  the 
labour  of  administration  is  the  chief  bu- 
siness to  which  we  ought  to  devote  our 
attention.  There  have  been  moments 
when  every  one  must  have  felt  that  a 
slight  indiscretion  might  have  provoked 
foreign  nations — there  have  been  mo- 
ments when  a  slight  want  of  watchful- 
ness or  care  might  have  given  an  incon- 
siderable number  of  miscreants  an  oppor- 
tunity of  involving  the  country  in  confu- 
sipn.  Wishing  to  preserve  the  tranquillity 
of  Europe — valuing  peace  above  all  price 
— ^and  thinking  that  the  war  of  1793  was 
unnecessary  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  set  on  foot  and  maintained,  we  are 
prepared  to  devote  our  best  energies,  and 
our  constant  endeavours,  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  amicable  relations  with  foreign 
countries.  Valuing,  as  I  do,  our  insti- 
tutions, and  believing  that  they  are  the 
best  •  adapted  of  any  which  ever  were 
framed  for  preserving  the  liberty  of  the 
community^  I  trust  that  whoever  may  suc- 
ceed us  in  the  task  of  future  legislation 
will  have  to  defend,  and  not  to  restore, 
the  constitution  of  this  country. 

Mr.  HUME  regretted  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
as  to  party.  He  believed  that  party  had 
been  the  bane  of  the  country;  measures 
were  carried  for  political  aggrandisement 
without  regard  to  administration  of  affairs, 
and  it  was  in  that  manner  that  so  much  of 
our  national  debt  had  'been  incurred.  He 
would  acknowledge  that  during  the  time 
he  had  been  in  that  House,  if  he  had  ob- 
served one  thing  more  satisfactory  than 
another,  it  had  been  the  break  up  of  that 
aristocratic  party  which  had  hitherto  ruled 
the  country,  and  prevented  beneficial  mea- 
sures being  carried;  he,  therefore,  must  pro- 
test against  the  hope  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  expreiaed  of  reviving  that  party. 
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Mr.  OSBORNE  said,  that  on  the  one  1 
side  of  the  question  everything  had  been  | 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire, and  on  the  other  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  that  debate  would  close  like  many 
modern  duels.  Both  parties  seemed  satis- 
fied; but  there  was  another  party  whom 
neither  the  noble  Lord  nor  his  hon.  Friend 
represented,  and  however  able  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  or  however  witty  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government,  that  party — 
namely,  the  people — would  look  with  in- 
difference on  the  attack  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
or  the  defence  of  the  noble  Lord.  They 
had  heard  something  of  the  fish  dinner  of 
the  Government,  and  he  really  thought  the 
House  required  some  defence,  because  the 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  owing  to  the  te- 
dious speeches  of  hon.  Members  the  public 
business  had  been  impeded;  but  it  would 
have  been  much  more  apposite  if  his  hon. 
Friend  had  defended  the  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Stafford  and  Youghal  instead  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  As  the  House 
was  fond  of  statistical  information,  he  would 
state  that  an  hon.  Friend  of  his  had  cal- 
culated the  speeches  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  they  amounted  to  five  weeks  or- 
dinary debates  of  the  closest  printing — 
speeches,  too,  not  from  metropolitan  Mem- 
bers, or  Gentlemen  representing  large  con- 
stituencies, but  from  Members  for  two  small 
boroughs,  the  reputation  of  one  of  which 
was  certainly  not  the  most  brilliant.  But 
with  reference  to  the  fish  dinner.  He 
had  the  pleasure  of  dining  at  Greenwich 
a  few  days  ago,  and  had  some  conversation 
with  the  waiter.  He  asked  the  waiter 
how  the  dinner  of  the  Ministers  went  off. 
•*  Oh  !  Sir,"  said  he,  **  they  looked  quite 
like  a  family  party,  but  they  were  more 
moderate  than  the  last  Ministers.''  He 
agreed  with  the  waiter — and  he  thought 
the  country  would  agree  with  him  too — 
the  Ministers  were  like  a  family  party,  and 
were  moderate  men.  He  would  refer  to 
one  of  their  measures,  the  Sugar  Bill.  Was 
there  ever  a  greater  failure  than  that  mea- 
sure of  the  great  economist  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  With  reference,  however,  to  ano- 
ther measure — that  of  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices at  Elections  Bill — he  must  say  that 
his  hon.  Friend  was  too  apt  to  presume  on 
the  ignorance  of  the  House.  In  order  to 
make  a  joke  against  the  present  Attorney 
General,  his  hon.  Friend  stated  that  the 
Bill  was  thrown  out  in  the  other  House  on 
the  Motion  of  Lord  Denman,  who  was  At- 
torney Genoral  at  the  time  of  tho  J^^fprm 


Bill;  but  his  hon.  Friend  was  incorrect  in 
his  facts,  for  Sir  T.  Denman  was  Solicitor 
General  and  not  Attorney  General  at  the 
time  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  alluded. 
Upon  another  point  he  would  observe  that 
his  hon.  Fiiend  the  Member  for  Montrose 
had,  in  his  opinion,  been  guilty  this  Ses- 
sion of  a  great  abrogation  of  his  privileges. 
Formerly,  every  individual  grievance  could . 
be  discussed  on  the  Motion  for  reading  the 
order  of  the  day;  but  at  eleven  oclock  at 
night  his  hon.  Friend  had  moved  and  the 
House  had  resolved,  that  no  Motion  for 
reading  the  orders  of  the  day  should  be 
necessary;  so  that  one  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing such  grievances  was  lost  to  the 
people.  As  to  the  four  budgets  to  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  referred,  he  himself 
believed  that  the  long  odds  were  that  they 
should  even  yet  have  a  fifth.  Upon  the 
sanitary  measure  he  would  only  say  that, 
if  the  Government  were  smcere  in  their 
desire  to  secure  the  health  of  the  public, 
why  did  they  not  take  off  the  tax  on  soap, 
and  the  window  duty  ?  He  regretted,  how- 
ever, that  his  hon.  Friend  at  the  end  of  his 
brilliant  speech  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
astonish  ihe  natives  of  his  party,  by  rub-, 
bing  up  the  old  Vauzhall  transparency  of 
traditionary  influences;  it  went  to  ignore 
the  existence  of  the  people.  What  was  it 
that  prevented  such  men  as  Pitt,  Chatham, 
and  Walpole,  from  bringing  in  good  mea- 
sures, but  the  opposition  of  those  Gentle- 
men who  kept  the  traditionary  influences 
of  the  country  ?  He  regretted  also  that 
in  this  debate  the  state  of  Ireland  had 
been  passed  over.  The  noble  Lord  was 
about  to  visit  that  country.  He  trusted- 
that  the  visit  would  not  he  of  the  usoal 
character — a  trumpet  dinner  at  the  Castle 
in  full  uniform,  and  a  return  home  knowing 
all  about  'Ireland.  If  the  noble  Lord  went 
merely  to  pay  such  a  visit,  or  consult  with 
the  distinguished  individual  at  the  head  of 
affairs  there,  he  might  have  as  much  infor- 
mation by  post.  As  to  the  coercive  mea- 
sures they  had  passed  for  Ireland,  they 
might  have  taken  credit  for  them  if  they 
had  passed  measures  of  another  kind.  He 
would  not,  however,  believe  that  the  Pro- 
testant feelings  of  this  country  were  re- 
presented by  the  fierce  bigotry  of  those 
who  had  in  that  House  pretended  to  repre- 
sent them.  The  Protestant  party  must 
give  up  for  ever  the  idea  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  had  not  a  good  right  to  self-go- 
vernment; and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would,  on  going  into  that  country,  give 
effect    \o    those   long-cherished  plans  of 
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which  they  had  heard  so  much,  hut  had 
seen  so  little.  Ireland  was  the  difficulty 
of  the  late  Government;  but  tenfold  was  it 
80  of  the  present.  They  might  take  cre- 
dit for  their  coercive  measures;  but  the 
time  would  arrive  when  those  clouds  which 
were  spoken  of  by  a  late  Minister  might 
appear  on  the  horizon,  and  this  temporary  • 
panic — for  he  could  not  dignify  the  late 
movement  in  Ireland  by  the  name  of  in- 
surrection— and  the  miserable  movement 
of  the  Chartists  here  :  he  did  not  refer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
O'Connor),  who,  he  believed,  was  the  only 
red  republican  in  the  House,  but  to  those 
miserable  carpenters  and  others  who  were 
out  of  work — would  result  in  a  reaction 
that  would  require  measures  of  a  different 
kind  from  the  suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act,  and  all  the  vulgar  prece- 
dents in  Dowing-street  for  governing  the 
people. 

Mr.  HUDSON  complained  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  after  he  had,  in 
June,  stated  that  he  should  content  him- 
self with  deficiency  bills,  now  coming  for- 
ward and  deranging  the  commerce  and 
money  market  of  the  country  by  announc- 
ing his  determination  to  take  another 
course.  He  would  take  that  opportunity 
of  observing,  that  notwithstanding  the 
late  weather,  he  believed  that  the  wheat 
crops  were  good;  in  fact,  in  the  north  of 
England  he  had  never  seen  finer. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  wished  to  explain,  with 
reference  to  an  observation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  that  on  turning  to 
the  red  book  ho  found  that  Sir  T.  Denman 
was  Attorney  General  at  the  time  the  Re- 
form Bill  was  passed. 

Order  of  the  Day  read,  and  subject  at 
at  end. 

COPPER  AND  LEAD  DUTIES  BILL. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  the  Schedule  being  proposed, 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  meant  to  move 
an  Amendment.  As  the  schedule  stood,  a 
duty  of  l5.  per  ton  was  to  be  levied  on  all 
copper  ore  imported.  He  would  allow  that 
duty  to  remam  as  applicable  to  all  copper 
ore  the  produce  of  our  own  colonics;  but 
he  would  propose  a  higher  rate  of  duties  on 
ore  imported  from  foreign  countries.  The 
same  question  was  involved  here  as  in  the 
sugar  duties,  with  reference  to  the  encou- 
ragement given  to  slavery;  and  he  con- 
tended that  copper  ore  from  Australia, 
considering  the  great  length  of  the  voyage 
and  other  circumBtances,  could  not  be  im- 


ported with  the  same  advantage  as  ores 
produced  in  Cuba  and  Chili,  if  the  duties 
were  similar  in  each  case.  His  Amend-' 
ment  was,  that  while  the  duty  per  ton  on 
all  copper  or  copper  ore  imported  from  our 
colonies  should  be  Is.,  the  duty  per  ton  on 
copper  or  copper  ore  imported  from  foreign 
countries  should  be  one  guinea. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER admitted,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  very  fairly  raised  the  question; 
but  the  point  was  one  which  had  been  al- 
ready settled  by  the  House;  for  it  had 
been  decided  that  there  should  be  no  dis> 
tinction  in  the  duty  imposed  on  the  copper 
or  copper  ore  imported,  whether  from  the 
colonies  or  from  foreign  countries.  He 
had  always  expressed  his  opinion  that  not 
only  the  consumers  but  the  producers  in 
this  country  were  benefited  by  the  intro- 
duction of  foreign  ore,  as  there  was  a 
great  advantage  derived  from  mixing  the 
two  ores  together.  There  was,  however, 
another  view  of  the  question ^  Was  it  for 
the  advantage  of  this  country  that  the 
copper  which  met  us  in  the  way  of  compe- 
tition on  the  Continent  should  be  smelted 
in  foreign  countries  rather  than  in  our 
own  ?  Yet  that  would  be  the  effect  of 
preventing  the  importation  of  foreign  ores, 
as  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  .  The 
export  of  copper  had  largely  increased.  In 
the  four  years  from  1838  to  1841  the  un- 
wrought  copper  exported  amounted  to 
33,000  tons;  and  in  the  four  years  from 
1843  to  1846  to  34,000  tons,  showing  an 
increase  of  1,000  tons.  In  the  four  years 
ending  1841,  the  quantity  of  wrought  cop- 
per exported  amounted  to  24,000  tons, 
and  in  the  subsequent  period  to  35,000 
tons;  showing  an  increase  of  11,000  tons 
on  the  last  four  years.  The  home  manu- 
facture of  copper  goods  had  derived  con- 
siderable benefit,  therefore,  from  the  mix- 
ture of  foreign  ore  with  the  copper  of  this 
country;  and  it  was  equally  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  British  miner,  smelter,  manufac- 
turer, and  artisan,  that  foreign  ore  should 
be  introduced  at  a  low  duty. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  was  well  aware 
that  many  of  his  constituents  in  Birming- 
ham had  suffered  like  others  in  various 
branches  of  trade;  but  in  the  copper  trade 
their  prosperity  had  lasted  longer,  risen 
higher,  and  been  better  secured,  than  that 
of  most  of  the  interests  which  had  been  ex- 
posed to  the  free-trade  system.  England 
produced  more  than  one-half  the  fine  cop- 
per of  the  world.  It  was  hard  to  suppose 
that  the  course  taken  by  this  country  would 


729 


Copp$r4mdL6(iid 


{COMMONS} 


DuiUsBOl 


724 


affect  ibo  conduct  of  foreign  countries  in 
this  matter ;  but  though  immaterial  to 
others,  the  differential  duty  was  an  object 
to  the  British  producer.  For  the  sake  of 
the  Australian  colonies,  also,  he  hoped  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WYLD  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  this  was  the 
first  occasion  since  the  passing  of  the 
Slave  Emancipation  Act  on  which  they 
had  seen  a  liberal  Government  putting  the 
miners  of  Cornwall  in  competition  with  the 
slaves  of  Cuba.  If  the  principle  of  put- 
ting slave  labour  in  competition  with  the 
free  labour  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  were 
to  be  adopted,  a  new  era  would  commence, 
a  new  order  of  things  would  be  introduced 
which  the  whole  mass  of  the  people  of 
England,  whatever  might  be  their  opinion 
in  favour  of  free  trade,  would  deprecate. 

Mr.  SPOONER  thought,  if  British 
manufacturers  were  exposed  to  the  com- 
petition of  foreign  countries,  they  ought 
to  be  enabled  to  get  the  raw  material  of 
their  manufacture  at  as  cheap  a  rate  as 
possible.  •  The  case  of  copper  produced  by 
slave  labour  was  exceptional.  But  he  re- 
cognised only  two  exceptions  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  free  trade,  namely,  in  cases  involv- 
ing slave  labour,  and  in  the  case  involving 
the  national  defences,  namely,  the  naviga- 
tion laws.  He,  therefore,  could  not  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxfordshire,  unless  it  were  limited  to  cop- 
per, the  produce  of  slave  labour. 

Mr.  HENRY  DRUMMOND  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  argue 
that  the  introduction  of  foreign  copper 
would  bo  an  advantage  to  the  British 
smelter.  If  the  introduction  of  foreign 
wool  were  taken  as  a  precedent,  the  illus- 
tration was  an  unfortunate  one;  for  the 
exports  of  wool  had  on  the  whole  dimi- 
nished, while  the  imports  had  increased. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  thought,  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  adverse 
to  tho  interests  of  his  constituents,  as  it 
would  raise  the  price  of  the  raw  material. 
The  House  having  determined  to  carry  out 
the  principle  of  free  trade,  he,  for  one, 
was  desirous  that  it  should  not  be  carried 
out  partially.  He  thought,  that  when  a 
principle  was  once  adopted,  it  ought  to  be 
fully  carried  out;  and  if  it  should  be  found 
not  to  work  well,  then  let  them  endeavour 
to  find  out  why.  He  would  not  object  to 
the  principle  of  protection,  provided  it  was 
extended  equally  to  all  classed  and  to  all 


interests;  but  in  the  present  instaneo  H 
was  partial,  and  consequently  unjust,  and 
therefore  he  should  oppose  it. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  that  thero  were 
no  fewer  than  10,000  persons  employed  in 
the  mines  in  Ireland,  and  about  ^,000 
persons  in  all  dependent  upon  these  mines. 
These  parties  were  under  the  apprehenftion 
that,  if  the  free  importation  of  copper  -ore 
were  allowed,  their  interests  woiud  be  ae* 
riously  injured.  He  therefore  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  confessed  he  thought 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  fairness  in  what 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  far  Bir* 
mingham,  that  as  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  free  trade,  he  wished  it  to  be 
applied  generally,  not  partially.  For  hit 
part,  however,  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  was  dia* 
posed  to  agree  rather  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwickshire,  that,  ai  he 
considered  the  principle  of  free  trade  a 
bad  principle,  he  would  not  be  a  party  to 
carrying  it  further  than  he  could  help.  He* 
would  therefore  on  this,  and  on  all  other 
occasions,  enter  his  protest  against  it*  The 
error  of  the  free-traders,  he  thought,  waa 
in  attaching  an  undue  importance  to  the 
consumers,  as  contradistinguished  from  the 
producers  of  the  country.  Now,  in  hit 
opinion,  if  cheapness  was  produced  at  the 
expense  of  the  producer,  the  effect  would 
ultimately  be  to  place  the  consumer,  not« 
withstanding  the  cheapness,  in  a  worse 
position  than  before.  That  was  his  reason 
for  supporting  the  principle  of  protection* 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  used  a 
singular  argument,  the  long  and  the  short 
of  which  was,  that  the  greater  the  supply 
of  copper  ore,  the  higher  would  he  the 
price  of  the  article  produced  in  this  ooun* 
try.  [The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  : 
No!]  What,  then,  was  the  meaning  of 
his  argument  when  he  said  that  it  would 
be  for  the  good  of  the  copper  producers  in 
Cornwall  that  copper  should  bo  imported 
from  Chili  and  Cuba?  There  was  tho 
strongest  reason  to  believe  that  the  price 
of  the  produce  of  the  Cornwall  minora 
would  be  considerably  reduced  by  the  mea* 
sure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
House  might  know  very  well  what  its  ef- 
fect would  be,  because,  by  anticipation, 
the  price  of  Cornish  copper  had  fallen 
II  per  cent  since  January  last.  The 
noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  had  boasted  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  succeeded  in  suppressing  sedi- 
tion, quelling  an  incipient  rebellion,  and 
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maintaining  tlie  ancient  institutions  of  the 
country  in  the  midst  of  European  convul* 
sion.  He  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  was  very 
much  afraid  that  if  there  was  any  truth  in 
the  doctrine  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, that  disaffection  and  discontent 
were  very  apt  to  go  along  with  want  of 
employment,  the  hoast  of  the  nohle  Lord 
could  not  he  long  maintained  if  they  passed 
a  measure  depriving  the  miners  of  Corn- 
wall of  their  employment,  and,  conse- 
quently, of  their  means  of  suhsistence. 
Ho  held  in  his  hand  a  letter,  dated  St. 
Austel,  Saturday,  the  26th  inst.,  from  a 
proprietor  in  Cornwall  who  cultivated  a 
considerahle  portion  of  his  own  estate,  in 
which  he  said — 

"  Are  the  GoTcmment  mad  ?  Will  they  throw 
this  unfortunate  county  into  a  state  of  open  in- 
surrection by  their  acts  ?  You  know  the  people 
of  this  district  well ;  you  know  their  loyalty,  their 
intelligence,  their  patient  endurance  of  severe 
labour,  their  extreme  temperance,  their  natural 
contcntedncss  under  circumstances  of  even  more 
than  ordinary  sufiering ;  but  you  know  also  that, 
with  all  their  industry,  their  loyal  feeling,  their 
high  order  and  intelligence  as  labourers,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  necessary  requirements  for  the 
effective  prosecution  of  their  labours,  there  is 
mixed  up  a  determination  of  character  which 
suffering  will  call  into  action,  and  which  it  will  be 
dangerous  to  test  or  tamper  with  beyond  a  given 
point." 

The  writer  proceeded  to  notice  the  gloomy 
prospect  of  that  county  for  the  coming 
winter,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  per- 
severed with  this  measure.  He  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck)  hoped,  however,  that  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  hy  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Oxfordshire  would  he  adopted,  and  the 
threatened  evils  so  far  averted. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  hy  Mr.  Henley  he 
inserted  in  the  table  : — Ayes  19 ;  Noes 
43 :  Majority  24. 

List  of  the  Ates, 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Blackstono,  W.  S. 
Drummond,  H. 
Dunne.  F.  P. 
Hamilton.  G.  A. 
Herbert,  U.  A. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Keogh,  W. 
Knox,  Col. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 


Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wodehouse,  E. 

TKLLBR8. 

Henley,  J.  W. 
Wyld,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Bagshaw,  J. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 


Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J, 
BuUer,  C. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
CobdoD,  R. 


Dunean,  6, 
Ebrington,  Vitct. 
Ewart,  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter.  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 

Hobhouso.rt.hon.  Sir  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
LasceUes,  hon.  W.  S. 
Matheson,  Col. 
MonseU,  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Parker,  J, 
Pinney,  W. 


Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Scropo,  G.  P. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.  SirW. 
Spooner,  R. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Tancred,  XL  W. 
Tonison,  E.  K. 
Thompson,  Col. 
TufheU,  H. 
Ward.  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TKLLIB8. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Craig.  W.  G. 


Schedule  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

House     adjourned    at    half-past    Nine 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  August  31,  1848. 

MiMUTKS.]     Took  the  Oaih$,—The  Lord  Chawortlu 
Public  Bi  ua~>1»  SUve  Tnde  (Muaoftt) ;  Exchequer  BiU«i 
CoMoUdated  Fund  (ApproprUtion) ;  West  India  Colonies 
and  Mauritius;  Savings  Banks  (Ireland). 

S*  Post  Horses  Licenses,  Ac.;  Drainage  Certificates i 
Lock-up  Houses;  Spirits  (Dealers  in) {  British  Spirita 
Warehousing;  Distilling ftom  Sugar;  Postage  on  Newi> 
papers  (Channel  Islands);  Slave  Trade  (Equator). 

Reported,— Royal  Military  Asylum ;  Local  Aota;  MUl- 
bank  Prison ;  Battersea  Park,  drc 

3*>  and  passed :— Sugar  Duties;  Sheep  and  Cattle  Impor* 
tation  Prohibiticm ;  Sheep  and  Cattle  Contagious  Disor- 
ders Prevention ;  Controverted  Electk>ns ;  Transfer  of 
Landed  Property  (Ireland);  Fever  (Ireland);  Dutalin 
Police;  Commons  Indosure  Act  Amendment ;  Nuisan- 
ces and  Contagious  Diseases;  Labouring  Poor  (Ireland). 

Received  the  Royal  Assent,—PuViie  Health;  Ecclesiastical 
Jurisdiction;  Churdies;  Parliamentary  Electors;  Money 
Order  Department  ( Post  Office) ;  Criminal  Law  Adminis- 
tration Amendment;  Boroughs  Incorporation;  Steam 
Navigation;  Bankrupts*  Release;  Loan  Societies;  Poor 
Law  Union  District  Schools;  Parochial  Debt  and  Audit  i 
Payment  of  Debts  out  of  Real  Estates ;  Turnpike  Acta 
Continuance;  Militia  Pay;  Militia  Ballots  Suspension  i 
Out  Pensioners ;  Proclamations  on  Fines  (Court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas) ;  Petty  Bag,  See,  Office  (Court  of  Chancery)  t 
Insolvent  Debtors  Court;  Stock  in  Trade  Exemption ; 
Assessionable  Manors  Commissioners  (Duchies  of  Corn- 
wall and  pmoaster) ;  Highway  Rates;  Ualawftil  Oaths 
AcU  (Ireland)  (Conthiuancc  and  Amendment);  Eoolesi- 
astical  Patronage  Suits  Compromise  (Ireland);  Tithe 
Rent  Charge,  Ac.  (No.  S)  (Ireland);  ConsUbulaiy  Force 
(Ireland);  Com  MarkeU  (Ireland) ;  Fisheries  (Ireland)  t 
Trustees  Relief  (Ireland);  Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland)  { 
Court  of  Justiciary  (Scotland) ;  Registers  of  Sasines 
(Scotland). 
Pn-iTfoNs  Prbsbntbd.  From  the  Clones  Union,  Ibr 
Inquiry  into  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).— From  Agents  for 
West  India  Legislative  Cotoniea,  for  an  Alteration  In 
the  existing  Scale  of  Discriminative  Daties  on  Sugar. 
—From  the  Acting  Committee  of  West  India  Planters, 
for  the  Maintenance  of  Establishments  for  Religious  and 
Educational  Instruction. 

AGRICULTURE  (IRELAND). 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  laid 

on  the  tahle  a  return,  in  continuation  of 

the  return  which  he  had  presented  at  an 

earlier  period  of  the  Session,  giving  an  ao** 
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count  of  the  state  of  agricultural  produce 
in  Ireland.  It  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant and,  at  the  same  time,  one  of  the 
most  satisfactory  returns  that  had  ever 
been  laid  before  Parliament.  The  return 
showed  the  amount  of  agricultural  stock 
arranged  in  baronies.  Their  Lordships, 
therefore,  would  be  enabled  at  a  glance  to 
see  the  amount  of  stock  in  any  district  in 
Ireland.  There  was  also  annexed  an  ac- 
count of  the  proportion  of  large  and  small 
holdings  in  each  barony.  He  need  not 
'  say  how  important  such  a  document  would 
be  in  all  discussions  relating  to  Ireland — 
as  the  return  gave  most  ample  details  of 
the  capital  and  stock  employed  in  agricul- 
tural pursuits.  He  could  not  lay  this  re- 
turn on  the  table  without  doing  justice  to 
the  unwearied  labours  and  assiduity  of 
Major  Larcom,  who  had  prepared  this  do- 
cument. He  might  also  state,  and  he  was 
desired  to  do  this  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  that  thb  re- 
turn could  not  have  been  compiled  by  Ma- 
jor Larcom  if  he  had  not  been  assisted  by 
one  of  the  most  valuable  bodies  of  men 
that  had  ever  been  organised  in  any  coun- 
try— he  meant  the  police  in  Ireland.  Not 
long  ago  it  was  his  duty  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships* attention  to  the  gallantry  and  acti- 
vity, vigilance  and  industry,  of  that  va- 
luable body  of  men  at  a  time — at  a  crisis 
when  the  public  safety  depended  so  much 
on  their  exertions.  It  was,  therefore,  pe- 
culiarly grateful  to  him  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  their  services  in  another 
way,  and  to  state  to  their  Lordships,  that 
not  only  was  the  Irish  police  the  most  ad- 
mirably disciplined  body  of  persons  that 
ever  furnished  their  services  to  any  coun- 
try— they  had  not  only  successfully  put 
down  insurrection  and  maintained  public 
order,  but  at  the  same  time  had  exhibited 
a  degree  of  intelligence  which,  ip  collect- 
ing this  information,  would  be  highly  ho- 
nourable to  any  class  of  society.  He 
should  merely  add  that  this  document  fur- 
nished much  valuable  information  as  to 
the  physical  and  social  condition  of  Ire- 
land. 

CEYLON. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  that  he  had 
lately  heard  from  Ceylon  that  three  new 
taxes  had  been  imposed  there — namely,  a 
poll  tax  of  3^..  a  tax  on  guns  of  2$,  6d, 
each,  besides  6d,  for  the  certificate,  and 
Is,  on  dogs.  Now,  it  was  well  known  that 
the  people  of  Ceylon  were  obliged  to  keep 
dogs  to  protect  them  from  the  wild  beasts, 
and  he  knew  that  the  people  were  not  in  a 


position  to  pay  these  large  taxes.  The 
consequence  of  the  imposition  of  these 
taxes  had  been  great  disturbances;  and  he 
wished  therefore  to  ask  whether  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had 
any  objection  to  lay  on  the  table  the  ordi- 
nances by  which  the  taxes  had  been  im- 


Earl  grey  said,  the  information  of  the 
noble  Earl  was  extremely  inaccurate.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  new  taxes  had  been 
imposed,  but  it  was  to  replace  very  large 
ones  that  had  been  removed.  No  serious 
disturbances  had  taken  place,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  stated.  He  (Earl  Grey)  had  no 
objection  to  lay  the  papers  on  the  table. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  August  31, 1848. 

MINUTB8.]     Public  Bills.— l^  Poor  Law  CbaigM  Dis- 
tribution. 
ReportetL-^Coppet  and  Lead  Duties;  Poor  Law  Auditon 

Proceedings  Restriccioii. 
30  and  passed :— Exchequer  Bills;    Coniolidated  Fund 
(Appropriation) ;   West  India  Colonies  and  Mauritius ; 
Savings  Banks. 

PxTiTioNs  Prbsbntbd.  By  Mr.  Geoige  HamiUoo,  fhxa 
the  Protestant  Inhabitanto  of  the  Parish  of  Kilduaey, 
for  Enoourageinent  to  Schools  in  Connexion  witfi  the 
Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Comewall 
Lewis,  fhNn  WilUam  Kingsley,  M.D.,  of  the  Royal 
Collie  of  Surgeons  in  Ireland,  in  ftvour  of  Measures  for 
the  Prevention  of  Fever  (Ireland). 

RAJAH  OF  SATTARA. 
Mr.  GEORGE  THOMPSON:  Sir,  in 
rising  to  address  the  House  on  the  Motion 
of  which  I  have  given  notice,  it  is  my  in- 
tention to  be  as  brief  as  possible,  and  to 
avoid,  if  I  can,  giving  occasion  for  contro- 
versy or  debate.  In  renewing,  at  this  late 
period,  the  discussion  of  the  Sattara  ques- 
tion, I  yield  to  a  sense  of  imperative  duty, 
conceiving  the  subject  eminently  entitled 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Government, 
and  of  this  assembly,  bound  as  that  Govern- 
ment and  this  House  are,  to  watch  over 
the  exercise  of  the  power  which  has  been 
entrusted  to  the  hands  of  a  chartered  com- 
pany to  govern  a  hundred  millions  of  the 
subjects  of  Her  Majesty.  If  I  may  be 
permitted  to  refer  to  the  past  debates  in 
this  House,  I  will  do  so  to  observe,  that  in 
my  opinion  this  question  has  never  yet  been 
fairly  dealt  with.  It  has  always  been  ca- 
pable of  solution,  by  a  reference  of  the 
papers  in  the  case,  to  the  calm  and  judicial 
investigation  of  an  impartial  Committee, 
aided  in  their  labours  by  the  evidence  of 
persons  in  this  country,  who  have  from  time 
to  time  been  concerned  in  the  proceedings. 
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Such  a  tribunal  would  have  found  no  diffi- 
culty in  determining  every  point  on  which 
there  has  been  a  difference  of  opinion;  nor 
any  difficulty  in  reporting  to  the  House 
the  course  which  justice  and  good  faith  re- 
quire should  be  taken.  Such  an  investi- 
gation would  have  been  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, not  only  as  tending  to  the  just 
settlement  of  this  particular  question,  but 
as  contributing  to  the  knowledge,  so  much 
needed,  of  the  manner  in  which  our  vast 
possessions  in  India  are  ruled,  and  the 
treaties  which  have  been  concluded  with 
native  States  are  observed.  Since  this 
question  was  first  brought  forward  by  my 
lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose 
until  the  present  time,  the  only  request 
ever  preferred  has  been,  that  the  subject 
should  be  taken  out  of  the  arena  of  party 
conflict  in  this  House,  and  be  submitted  to 
a  Committee,  to  be  decided  according  to 
the  nature  and  value  of  the  evidence  pro- 
duced. As  far  as  the  character  of  the 
late  Rajah  is  concerned,  and  the  fate  of 
his  family  and  subjects  is  affected  by  the 
opinions  entertained  of  his  guilt,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  demonstrate  his  entire  and  abso- 
lute innocence,  by  the  exposure  of  the 
falsehood  and  worthlessness  of  every  par- 
ticle of  the  evidence  collected  to  criminate 
him.  The  assertion,  that  **  every  oppor- 
tunity was  afforded  to  the  Rajah  of  de- 
fending himself  from  the  charges  brought 
against  him,**  is  contradicted  most  flatly 
by  the  official  documents  which  have  been 
laid  upon  the  table  of  this  House.  In  the 
case  of  the  first  charge,  the  Rajah  heard 
the  depositions  of  two  of  the  witnesses 
read  to  him  in  the  Hindustanee  language, 
but  never  was  permitted  to  see  a  copy  of 
the  depositions  in  the  Mahratta,  and  con- 
sequently never  had  the  slightest  chance 
afforded  him  of  rebutting  the  testimony 
given  against  him.  This  was  in  1836. 
Of  the  other  charges  he  never  heard  a 
word  until  the  23rd  of  August,  1839, 
when  he  was  called  upon  to  sign  the  paper 
submitted  to  him  by  Sir  James  Carnac, 
the  Governor  of  Bombay,  and  for  refusing 
to  do  so,  was  dethroned  eleven  days  after- 
wards. Now,  Sir,  if  the  friends  of  the 
late  Rajah  in  this  country  have  been  able 
by  an  examination  of  the  ex  parte  evi- 
dence, to  unravel  every  part  of  the  con- 
spiracy against  his  Highness,  and  to  prove 
the  charges  against  him  to  be  utterly  false, 
how  much  more  would  the  accused  himself 
have  been  able  most  triumphantly  to  vindi- 
cate his  character  and  conduct,  if  there 
had  been  au  observance  of  the  simplest 


rules  of  justice,  by  placing  the  evidence 
taken  against  him  in  his  hands.  Sir,  a 
memorial  sent  by  the  late  Rajah  to  Lord 
Hardinge,  the  Governor  General  in  1844, 
and  for  four  years  kept  back  by  the  Indian 
authorities,  has  been  described  as  a  "  pre- 
posterous humbug,"  because  it  was  drawn 
up  by  a  gentleman  in  this  country,  and 
sent  to  his  Highness  at  Benares.  For  the 
truth  of  the  contents  of  that  document 
(which  has  at  last  been  brought  to  light 
and  laid  before  the  House),  I  hold  myself 
individually  responsible.  Sir,  it  was  not 
until  1843  that  the  mass  of  secret  papers 
in  this  case  were  ordered  to  be  printed.  It 
was  not  until  the  spring  of  1844  that  they 
were  published,  and  they  could  only  thea 
be  of  service  to  the  Rajah,  by  being  ex- 
amined by  a  person  who  could  read  them 
in  the  English,  and  was  competent  to  ana- 
lyse their  contents.  I  devoted  myself  to 
the  study  of  those  papers,  and  drew  up 
such  a  statement  of  the  facts  of  the  case 
as  I  thought  would,  if  placed  in  the  hands 
of  his  Lordship  the  Governor  General, 
convince  him  that  justice  had  not  been 
done  to  the  Rajah  of  Sattara.  His  High- 
ness approved  of  my  statement,  and  sent  it 
through  the  hands  of  the  official  agent  to 
the  Governor  General.  That  document 
has  been  denounced  as  "  a  humbug;"  but. 
Sir,  it  has  never  been  answered.  It  has 
been  denounced  as  a  ''humbug;*'  but  no 
single  fact  which  it  sets  forth  has  been 
questioned.  It  has  been  denounced  as  **  a 
humbug;**  but  by  those  who  dare  not  meet 
me  either  here  or  elsewhere  to  debate  its 
accuracy.  I  challenge  the  whole  of  the 
Ministerial  bench  to  show  that  there  is  a 
statement  in  it  which  is  contrary  to  truth. 
It  is  to  this  document  that  the  agent  of  the 
Governor  General  (Major  Carpenter)  re- 
fers,  in  the  following  extract,  from  a  de- 
spatch in  the  Secret  Department,  address- 
ed to  the  Governor  General : — 

"  Whon  the  Rajah  was  consigned  to  my  charge, 
early  in  1840, 1  considered  it  necessary,  for  the  eflB- 
cient  discharge  of  my  duties,  to  make  myself  fully 
acquainted  with  the  causes  of  his  dethronement,  his 
general  reputation  for  intrigue,  and  other  circum- 
stances connected  with  his  character  and  conduct, 
to  enable  me  to  form  a  just  estimate  of  the  man 
with  whom  I  had  to  deal,  and  to  guard  against 
the  consequences  which  might  arise  from  any 
laxity  of  surreillance  on  my  part.  To  this  end  I 
carefully  studied  the  whole  of  the  voluminous 
documents  connected  with  his  case,  and  the  result 
was,  a  belief  in  his  innocence ;  and  this  belief 
has  been  confirmed,  beyond  a  doubt,  by  subse- 
quent disclosures,  and  by  his  pledging  himself  to 
prove  it,  if  permitted  to  do  so,  in  his  letter  to  Sir 
Henry  Hardinge,  of  the  12th  December,  1844,. 


731 


Saj(A  of 


{COlfMOKSf 


SaiUtM. 


732 


forwarded  throngh  me,  and  whieh  pledge  I  am 
fully  persuaded  he  is  able  to  redeem." 

Had  the  prayer  of  that  memorial  heen 
granted,  I  helieve  the  Rajah  would  have 
been  aliye  at  this  time,  and  sitting  upon 
the  throne  of  Sattara.  But,  Sir,  the  de- 
posal  of  the  Rajah  was  not  the  only  act  of 
injustice  which  was  done.  He  was  also 
stripped  of  his  private  property,  and  this 
brings  me  to  a  part  of  the  subject  con- 
nected with  the  present  circumstances  of 
the  surviving  family.  The  Rajah,  though 
denied  the  opportunity  of  proving  his  inno- 
cencc»  was  called  upon  to  sign  a  paper  ad- 
mitting his  guilt.  It  has  been  stated,  that 
all  his  Highness  was  required  to  do  was  to 
renew  the  Treaty  of  1819.  This  assertion 
is  entirely  at  variance  with  the  official 
papers.  The  articles  submitted  were  per- 
fectly new.  The  hon.  Baronet  shakes  his 
head.  Well,  I  will  quote  from  an  hon. 
Director,  Mr.  Shepherd,  who  has  in  his 
minute  of  dissent  truly  observed,  that — 

"The  preamble  of  the  conditions  which  his 
Highness  was  called  upon. to  sign  entangled  him 
in  an  admission  of  guilt ;  it  also  involved  the 
Government  in  the  glaring  inconsistency  of  pro- 
pounding a  principle,  which  required  the  strongest 
proofs  of  the  Rajah's  unworthincss  to  reign,  as  a 
necessary  condition  on  which  he  was  to  continue 
on  the  guddce.  Who  will  deny  that  his  rejection 
of  the  proposal  furnishes  presumptive  evidence  of 
his  innocence,  and  raises  him  more  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  world,  than  if  he  had  ignominiously 
complied  for  the  sake  of  retaining  his  so- 
vereignty V* 

This  rejection  of  the  article  and  preambles 
submitted  by  Sir  James  Camac,  led  to  the 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  Bombay 
Government  to  dethrone  the  Rajah,  and  ac- 
cordingly, orders  to  that  effect  were  sent 
to  the  Resident  on  the  30th  of  August, 
1839.  These  instructions  were  from  the 
pen  of  the  Governor,  and  bore  his  signa- 
ture. I  entreat  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  eighth  paragraph  of  this  letter  : — 

"  8.  You  will  bo  careful  to  provide,  in  the 
most  effectual  manner,  for  the  personal  comfort 
and  convenience  of  the  Rajah  and  his  family,  and 
to  require  the  Sattara  Government  to  furnish 
everything  that  may  be  necessary  for  their  accom- 
modation. He  is,  in  fact,  to  be  regarded  and 
treated  as  an  object  of  sympathy,  and  not 
of  punishment.  You  will  inform  him  that  he 
will  be  peimitted  to  reside  within  the  honour- 
able Company's  territories,  at  such  place  as 
may  be  selected  by  the  right  honourable  the  Go- 
vernor General  of  India,  and  that  an  annual 
allowance  will  be  assigned  from  the  Sattara  re- 
venues for  the  support  and  respectability  of  him- 
self, and  those  members  of  his  family  who  may 
choose  to  accompany  him.  Further,  that  all  pro- 
perty belonging  to  him  born\Me  private,  and  not 
appertaining  to  the  State,  will,  on  his  peaceable 
iUbmissioiii  not  be  interfered  with." 


In  this  paragraph  two  things  are  distinctlj 
and  solemnly  guaranteed:  firstly,  an  an- 
nual allowance  for  the  support  of  the  Rajah 
and  his  family;  and,  secondly,  the  retention 
of  all  property  not  appertaining  to  the 
State.  The  condition  on  which  the  se^ 
oond  pledge  was  given  was  strictly  obsenr- 
ed  by  the  Rajah.  Not  only  did  the  Rajah 
not  offer  any  resistance,  but  he  adopted  the 
most  effectual  means  of  preventing  any 
disturbance  or  conflict.  For  a  time  it  ap- 
peared to  be  the  intention  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  to  redeem  the  pledge  respecting  the 
private  property,  for  the  Rajah,  while  en- 
camped a  short  distance  from  Sattara,  re- 
ceived three  official  notes  from  the  Resi- 
dent, Colonel  Ovans,  in  conformity  with 
that  pledge.  I  will  read  a  brief  extract 
from  one  of  these  notes,  which  is  dated  the 
13th  of  September: — 

"  With  reference  to  your  Highness'a  private 
property,  I  beg  to  observe,  that  that  will  be  at 
your  own  disposal,  as  distinguished  from  the  pnbUo 
property  of  the  State — namely,  jewellery,  robei, 
dresses,  ibc,  money,  furniture,  plate,  and  other 
necessaries  which  your  Ilighness  may  require. 
On  your  Highness  intimating  the  same,  I  will  order 
the  articles  to  be  sent  to  you." 

In  order  that  no  doubt  may  exist  respect- 
ing the  authenticity  of  these  documents,  I 
will  quote  an  extract  from  a  despatch  writ- 
ten by  Major  Carpenter  at  Benares  to  Sir 
T.  Maddock,  the  Secretary  to  the  Supreme 
Government,  November  15,  1840.  Major 
Carpenter  says — 

"  Par.  8.  The  ex-Rajah  has  in  his  possession 
three  letters,  signed  by  Colonel  Ovans,  the  Resi- 
dent at  Sattara,  and  dated  the  5tb,  6th,  and 
13th  of  September,  1839,  respectively,  to  the 
efiPect  that  his  private  property  would  be  surren* 
dcred  to  him ;  and  suggesting  that  lists  of  sueh 
portions  thereof  as  he  wished  to  tako  away,  as 
well  as  of  those  articles  he  desired  to  leave  in  hii 
palace,  might  be  furnished,  that  which  properly 
belonged  to  the  State  being  retained." 

Major  Carpenter  then  adds,  in  the  next 
paragraph — 

"  9.  I  have  carefully  examined  the  documents 
referred  to  in  the  preceding  paragraph,  and  there- 
fore believe  the  statements  it  (viz.,  a  letter  from 
the  ex-Rajah  to  the  Resident,  remonstrating 
against  the  claims  of  Appa  Sahib  to  his  private 
property),  contains  to  be  substantially  correct; 
and  if  it  be  the  pleasure  of  the  right  hon.  the  Go- 
vernor General  in  Council,  the  originals  or  trans- 
lation thereof  shall  be  submitted  to  his  Lordship's 
further  consideration.*' 

In  addition  to  these  proofs  of  a  solemn  en- 
gagement to  respect  the  private  property 
of  the  Rajah,  I  may  be  permitted  to  quote 
from  the  minute  of  Sir  James  Camac,  for- 
warded to  the  Governor  General  and  the 
Court  of  Directors,  dated  the  4th  of  Sep« 
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tember,  detailiDff  his  prooeedings  and  in- 
tentioDS.  In  this  he  distinctlj  refers  to 
the  pledge  given,  that  the  Rajah  should 
retain  his  prirate  property,  in  addition  to 
receiving  an  allowance  for  his  permanent 
support.     The  Governor  says — 

<*  32.  My  instructions  to  the  Resident  enjoin, 
that  every  effort  should  be  piade  to  obviate  colli- 
sion, but  that  should  such  unhappily  occur,  that 
every  precaution  should  bo  taken  to  prevent  in- 
jury to  the  well-disposed,  and  to  guard  against 
irregularities  on  the  part  of  our  troops.  They 
likewise  enjoin  that  every  attention  be  paid  to  the 
personal  comfort  and  convenience  of  the  Rajah 
and  his  family,  and  secure  to  him  his  private  pro- 
perty and  a  suitable  maintenance  for  his  future 
support.  The  question  of  his  future  disposal  is 
le^  for  consideration  hereafter.  I  have  every 
confidence  in  Lieutenant  Colonel  Ovans'  judg- 
ment and  discretion,  that  he  will  secure  that 
these  instructions  are  scrupulously  attended  to." 

I  am  satisfied  that  no  Member  of  this 
House,  having  these  official  documents  be- 
fore him,  would  conceive  it  possible  that 
the  Government  of  Bombay  would  after** 
wards  confiscate  the  whole  of  the  Rajah  *s 
property i  and  leave  him  without  a  single 
shilling  beyond  the  allowance  fixed  for  his 
maintenance.  Yet,  in  a  despatch  to  the 
Supreme  Government,  dated  the  25th  of 
November  (eighty-six  days  after  the  pledge 
of  Sir  James  Oarnac),  we  find  the  deter- 
mination expressed  by  the  Council  of  Bom- 
bay, to  consider  the  whole  of  the  private 
property  of  the  ex-Rajah  forfeited,  and  the 
pension  as  satisfaction  in  full  of  all  de- 
mands. The  fact  that  the  Rajah  of  Sattara 
was  possessed  of  a  very  large  amount  of  pri- 
vate property  is  not  disputed.  The  Resident, 
Colonel  Ovans,  while  under  the  impression 
that  the  pledge  of  the  British  Government 
would  be  redeemed,  described  in  his  de- 
spatches the  manner  in  which  the  ex-Rajah 
had  become  possessed  of  his  large  wealth, 
namely,  by  appropriating  a  stated  sum  for 
the  private  expenses  of  himself  and  his 
family,  and  then  laying  aside  the  balance, 
which  he  cither  allowed  to  accumulate,  or 
expended  in  jewels.  Every  previous  Re- 
sident at  the  Rajah *s  Court  is  able  to  con- 
firm the  truth  of  this  statement,  and  to 
prove  that  so  scrupulously  and  accurately 
were  the  public  accounts  separated  from 
the  private,  and  the  property  belonging  to 
the  State  distinguished  from  that  which 
was  personal,  that  no  difficulty  at  any  time 
existed  in  the  way  of  accounting  to  the 
Rajah  for  that  which  was  Ixmd  fide  his 
own.  The  following  is  the  view  taken  of 
this  transaction  by  a  member  of  the  Court 
of  Directors,  Mr.  Shepherd : — 

**  There  can  be  no  question  bat  that  the  trea- 


sure and  jew^  found  in  the  palac6  were  the  firoits 
of  the  eoonomioal  management  of  the  Rajah's  re- 
sources. Unlike  the  generality  of  native  princes, 
he  had  governed  his  people  with  prudence  and 
moderation,  and  restrained  his  own  expenses  with- 
in the  limits  of  his  income.  The  Bombay  Govern- 
ment decided,  however,  that  the  property  should 
be  made  over  to  the  present  Rigah,  and  that  the 
ex-Rajah  be  informed  that  the  pension  is  assigned 
to  himself  and  his  fhmily  in  satisfaction  of  all  de- 
mands whatever  on  the  Government  of  Sattara. 
Such  is  likely  to  be  the  climax  of  the  unhappy 
Rajah's  fiite.  A  prince  who  had  been  for  many 
years,  and  up  to  a  very  late  period,  the  deserving 
object  of  the  Court's  and  the  Government's  highest 
!  favour  and  admiration,  stripped  of  his  raj  and  his 
property,  he  is  now  the  degraded  pensioner  of 
that  brother  who  assisted  in  his  overthrow.  To 
me,  it  appears  that  the  confiscation  and  transfer 
of  his  property  to  the  present  Rajah  is  an  addi- 
tional penalty  inflicted  on  this  unfortunate  prince, 
not  warranted  by  any  considerations  whatever. 
Indeed,  in  the  absence  of  a  professional  opi^iion,  I 
must  contend  that  the  Act  is  illegal ;  the  regula- 
tions of  our  Government  guaranteeing  to  all  our 
subjects  the  free  possession  of  the  property  held 
by  them  until  they  shall  be  deprived  of  it  by  the 
judgment  of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction.  If 
I  lamented  the  extreme  measure  of  his  deposal, 
more  deeply  do  I  lament  this  aggravated  severity. 
It  is  the  great  prerogative  of  the  home  authori* 
ties  to  hold  the  balance  of  justice  between  our 
local  governments  and  the  natives  of  India.  Re- 
moved far  from  the  scene  of  action,  they  can  re- 
view, with  dispassionate  calmness,  every  turn  and 
movement  of  the  actors  ;  and  whilst  they  are 
bound  to  afibrd  every  proper  support  to  their  own 
servants,  it  is  eaually  their  sacred  duty  to  protect 
their  native  subjects,  and  to  withhold  their  sanc- 
tion from  acts  of  oppression  and  injustice." 

Mr.  Tucker,  Sir  C.  Forbes,  Mr.  Cotton. 
General  Robertson,  Colonel  Sykes  —  all 
took  the  same  view  of  that  question.  Sir, 
on  the  arrival  of  the  Rajah  at  his  place  of 
exile,  he  called  upon  the  Governor-Generars 
agent  to  take  an  inventory  of  the  articles 
he  had  brought  with  him,  which,  with  the 
exception  of  the  personal  ornaments  of 
the  female  members  of  his  family,  were  of 
very  inconsiderable  value;  he  also  handed 
to  the  same  agent  a  schedule  specifying  the 
property  left  behind  him  at  Sattara;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  an  inquiry  would  have 
established  the  perfect  accuracy  of  the 
Rajah *s  statement.  According  to  that  sche- 
dule, and  to  all  the  other  information 
which  has  reached  mc,  the  Rajah  was  de- 
prived of  property,  bona  fide  private,  of 
the  value  of  not  less  than  300, 000^  ster- 
ling. What  then.  Sir,  becomes  of  the 
boasts  which  have  been  uttered  in  this 
House  of  the  liberality  of  the  East  India 
Company  ?  From  the  time  the  Rajah  was 
dethroned  until  his  death,  he  received 
(during  a  period  of  eight  years)  about 
100,000?.  in  all,  for  the  support  of  himself, 
his  family,  and  1|200  persons  of  all  ranks 
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who  followed  him  into  hanishment,  and 
were  entirely  dependent  upon  him  —  or 
about  one-third  the  amount  of  his  private 
property,  the  savings  of  twenty  years,  and 
about  one-fifteenth  or  sixteenth  part  of  the 
revenues  of  the  territory  from  which  he 
had  been  driven.  The  liberality  of  the 
Company  has  cost  them  nothing,  for  every 
farthing  has  been  taken  from  the  treasury 
of  Sattara — while  they  have  secured  to 
themselves,  by  the  second  treaty,  the 
reversion  of  Jaghoers,  yielding  50,0001,  a 
year.  Insinuations  have  been  thrown  out 
calculated  to  lead  uninformed  persons  to 
suppose  that  the  late  Rajah  had  it  in  his 
power  to  expend  lavish  sums  upon  agita- 
tion in  this  country.  It  is  true,  that  out 
of  his  allowance  he  found  the  means  of 
supporting  a  native  gentleman  as  his  repre- 
sentative in  this  country;  but  it  is  not  true 
that  the  Rajah,  since  his  dethronement,  has 
had  it  in  his  power,*  even  if  he  had  felt  the 
wish,  to  spend  any  large  sum  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  his  cause  in  England.  The 
efforts  which  have  been  made  in  his  behalf 
have  been  of  the  most  spontaneous  and 
disinterested  character.  No  one  in  this 
assembly  will  imagine  that  Sir  Gore 
Ouseley,  Sir  Charles  Forbes,  Sir  Harford 
Jones  Brydges,  Alderman  Salomons, 
General  Briggs,  Mr.  John  Sullivan,  Mr. 
John  Poynder,  Mr.  Charles  Norris;  and 
East  India  directors  like  General  Robert- 
son, Mr.  Tucker,  Mr.  Shepherd,  Mr.  John 
Forbes,  Colonel  Sykcs,  Major  Oliphant, 
and  Mr.  Cotton;  or  gentlemen  like  Ser- 
jeant Storks,  Serjeant  Gaselee,  and  Mr. 
Lewis^  were  in  the  habit  of  receiving 
bribes  from  the  deposed  Rajah  of  Sattara 
— ^yet  all  these  gentlemen,  and  many 
more,  have  been  strenuous  advocates  for 
the  reopening  of  this  case,  and  for  its  ad- 
judication upon  just  and  upright  principles. 
Let  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control  cite,  if  he  can, 
such  a  list  of  names  from  amongst  those 
who,  being  free  from  any  connexion  with 
the  proceedings  against  the  Rajah,  have 
come  forward  to  oppose  the  claims  of  that 
prince  to  justice.  It  is  true  that,  previous 
to  his  disposal,  the  Rajah  expended  a  large 
sum  of  money  in  his  endeavours  to  send 
agents  to  this  country  to  complain  of  a 
breach  of  treaty  by  the  Company;  but  that 
expenditure  was  necessary,  because  the 
Bombay  Government  refused  a  port  clear- 
ance to  the  ships  that  would  otherwise  have 
brought  those  ngents,  and  the  Rajah  was 
driven  to  the  expedient  of  purchasing  a 
Teasel  to   convey  his    representatives   to 


these  shores.  The  following  extract  from 
one  of  the  despatches  of  Major  Carpenter 
to  the  Government  of  India,  will  show  how 
far  the  Rajah  possessed  the  means  of  keep- 
ing up  an  agitation  here,  and'  wHl  also 
throw  some  light  upon  the  question  of  his 
private  property : — 

"  *  The  Rajah  informs  mo  that  since  his  depo- 
sition he  has  been  much  distressed  for  want  of 
iiinds,  which  I  really  believe  to  be  the  case,  and 
I  know  ho  has  not  even  had  the  means  of  purcha- 
sing necessary  clothing  for  his  family  since  their 
arrival  in  Benares,  as  my  advances  to  him  have 
been  merely  sufficient  to  subsist  his  family,  fol- 
lowers, and  cattle,  lest  I  should  exceed  the  spirit 
of  your  instructions.'  [With  regard  to  the  private 
property  Major  Carpenter  observes]  *  I  have  taken 
pains  to  ascertain  from  what  source  the  said  pro- 
l)erty  was  derived,  and  it  appears  that  in  Captain 
Grant's  time  two  treasuries  were  established  by 
that  officer's  advice — the  one  private,  in  which  the 
sums  allotted  for  the  support  of  the  prince  and  his 
family  wore  deposited ;  the  other  for  the  publio 
purposes  of  the  State,  wherein  there  were  upwards 
of  six  lacs  and  40,000  rupees,  at  the  time  the 
Rajah  was  dethroned,  which  form  no  part  of  his 
claim ;  but  he  declares  the  whole  of  this  money, 
jewels,  and  other  property,  claimed  by  him  m 
private,  are  the  savings  of  his  privy  purse,  or  sn^ 
plus  of  the  private  treasury." 

But  I  may  be  asked  to  show  in  what  way 
these  facts  bear  upon  the  present  state  of 
the  case,  and  I  will,  therefore,  briefly  de- 
scribe the  condition  of  the  Rajah's  familj 
and  followers,  who  are  now  at  Benares. 
Since  the  death  of  the  Rajah,  on  the  1 3th 
of  October  last,  not  a  shilling  has  been  re« 
ceived  by  the  Rajah's  widow,  or  the  adopt- 
ed son,  from  the  British  Government. 
Application  was  made  to  the  agent  for  the 
means  of  defraying  the  funeral  expenses; 
and  the  President  of  the  Boai*d  of  Control, 
in  answer  to  a  question  which  I  put  to  him, 
stated,  that  50,000  rupees  had  been  offered 
for  that  purpose,  and  had  been  refused,  be- 
cause not  accompanied  by  a  pledge  to  con- 
tinue to  the  family  the  ten  thousand  ru- 
pees, monthly  allowance,  made  to  the  late 
Rajah.  [Sir  J.  C.  Hobhouse  :  He  would 
not  give  a  receipt.]  Such,  I  undertake  to 
say,  are  not  the  real  facts  of  the  case. 
The  money,  I  admit,  was  offered  and  de- 
clined; but  not  for  the  reason  stated,  bat 
because  the  agent  would  not  take  a  receipt 
in  the  name  of  the  adopted  son,  who  was 
the  only  person  entitled  to  receive  or  to  ac- 
knowledge the  proffered  sum.  I  am  also 
informed  that  other  moneys  have  been  de- 
clined for  the  same  reason.  I  can  scarcely 
suppose  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  to  bo  so 
ill-informed  respecting  the  laws  and  usages 
ot  the  Hindoos,  as  not  to  know  that  neU 
ther  the  Ranee  nor  the  Minister  could  re« 
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ceive  the  money,  except  in  the  name  and 
by  the  authority  of  the  son;  or  that  he 
can  fail  to  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
youth  who  has  been  adopted  stands  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  position  as  a  son  born  of 
the  body  of  the  late  Rajah.  Sir,  I  see  no 
reason  why  800  persons  should  be  left 
without  the  means  of  subsistence,  because 
those  upon  whom  they  depend  refuse  to 
violate  the  immemorial  and  universal  cus- 
tom of  their  own  country.  If  I  have  been 
rightly  informed,  the  sum  of  2,500  rupees, 
monthly,  has  been  offered  to  the  Rajah's 
widow  for  the  maintenance  of  her  estab- 
lishment. This,  if  it  be  the  case,  cannot 
be  received,  except  on  behalf  of  her  son, 
and  in  his  name;  and  if  it  could,  it  would 
be  utterly  insufficient  for  the  support  of 
the  family  and  their  800  dependants.  But, 
Sir,  why  is  this  course  of  treatment 
adopted,  while  the  Company  arc  account- 
able before  man  and  before  God  for  the 
whole  of  the  private  property  of  which  I 
have  been  speaking,  and  are  at  this  mo- 
ment in  possession  of  the  territory  and 
revenues  of  Sattara  ?  It  may  be  said  that 
the  Rajah  had  no  rights,  or  that,  having 
died,  his  rights  have  died  with  him.  But, 
Sir,  the  pledge  that  he  should  enjoy  the 
possession  of  his  private  property,  \fras 
given  before  his  deposal — it  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  measure  decided  upon — his 
private  property  was  guaranteed  in  the 
very  document  that  described  him  as  a 
guilty  man,  and  directed  that  he  should  be 
dethroned;  and  there  is  not  a  lawyer,  either 
in  this  country  or  in  India,  who  would  dis- 
pute the  Rajah's  right  to  adopt  a  son  as 
his  heir  to  the  personal  property  of  which 
he  died  possessed,  or  to  which  he  might 
be  declared  legally  entitled.  We  ask, 
therefore — and  we  have  reason,  and  jus- 
tice, and  the  solemn  pledge  of  a  British 
Governor,  and  all  law  human  and  divine  on 
our  side — that  the  property  taken  from 
the  father  at  the  time  of  his  deposal  be  ac- 
counted for  to  his  son  and  heir.  We  ask, 
too,  that,  pending  the  question  of  succes- 
sion to  the  raj,  the  living  and  legal  repre- 
sentative of  the  late  Rajah  shall  enjoy  the 
stipend  assigned  to  his  father.  To  what 
purpose  more  just  and  lawful  can  the  re- 
venues of  Sattara  be  applied?  But  we 
ask  more,  and  we  think  wc  do  not  ask  too 
much.  We  ask  that  the  adopted  son  of 
the  late  Rajah  be  placed  on  the  guddee, 
and  succeed  to  the  sovereignty  of  his  father, 
according  to  the  Treaty  of  1819,  by  which 
the  territory  of  Sattara,  as  an  independent 
sovereignty,  was  ceded  to  Pertaub  Sing, 
VOL.  CI.    {S£} 


his  "  heirs  and  successors  in  perpetuity." 
What  says  one  of  the  highest  authorities 
on  this  subject,  the  late  Chairman  of  the 
Court  of  Directors,  Mr.  Tucker  ? — 

"  Admitting  that  the  Rajah  was  guilty  of  an 
infraction  of  the  treaty,  it  does  not  follow  that  it 
was  such  as  to  cause  his  blood  to  be  attainted.  If 
the  Rajah  should  have  no  legitimate  issue,  it  was 
competent  to  him  to  adopt,  and  his  heir  might  be 
perfectly  innocent,  and  be  justly  entitled  to  the 
inheritance  under  the  treaty." 

And  again  he  says — 

*'  The  Government  of  Bombay  seem  to  antici- 
pate that  the  principality  may  escheat  at  no  dis- 
tant period  to  our  Government  by  the  demise  of 
Appa  Sahib ;  but  the  principality  is  hereditary, 
and  should  the  Rajah  leave  no  issue  or  natural 
heirs,  he  may  adopt,  and  adoption  with  a  Hindoo 
is  not  only  a  right  but  a  duty.  I  have  the  highest 
authority  for  stating,  that  even  in  the  case  of  a  fief 
or  dependency,  a  legal  adoption  Cannot  be  barred 
by  the  Government  or  lord  paramount." 

These  opinions  I  know  to  be  those  of  gen- 
tlemen profoundly  versed  in  questions  re- 
lating to  adoption  amongst  the  Hindoos. 
Let  me  quote  one  other  passage,  taken 
from  the  petition  presented  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  the  other  night,  and 
signed  by  a  number  of  respectable  and  in- 
fluential East  India  proprietors.  They  say 
by  their  petition — 

"  That  the  raj  (kingdom)  of  Sattara  having  re- 
cently become  vacant  by  the  death  of  Appa  Sahib, 
the  late  Rajah,  they  have  heard  with  the  greatest 
surprise  and  concern  that  the  assumed  guilt  of  the 
Rajah,  Pertaub  Sing,  is  advanced  as  a  pretext 
against  the  admission  of  the  claims  of  the  rightful 
heir  under  the  treaty  of  September,  1819.  But  they 
humbly  pray  that  such  member  of  the  Rajah's 
family  as  fills  the  character  of  *  heir '  in  the  terms 
and  according  to  the  true  meaning  of  the  treaty, 
may  bo  recognised  and  admitted  as  hi»  successor, 
and  tiiat  this  House  will  not  permit  the  violation 
of  that  treaty,  by  sanctioning  any  act,  in  contra- 
vention of  the  rights  of  such  *  heir,*  secured  and 
guaranteed  as  those  rights  are  by  the  faith  of  the 
British  nation." 

Sir,  I  must  now  beg  permission  to  tres- 
pass upon  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
few  moments,  while  I  attempt  to  show,  as 
I  believe  I  shall  be  able  to  do,  that  the 
dethronement  of  the  Rajah  was  a  direct  and 
flagrant  violation  of  statute  law,  made  and 
provided  in  such  cases;  and  that  the  whole 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Indian  authori- 
ties are  null  and  void,  when  tried  by  that 
law.  By  the  33rd  Geo.  III.,  chap.  52. 
sect.  48,  it  is  enacted — 

"  That  forasmuch  as  to  pursue  schemes  of  con- 
quest and  extension  of  dominion  in  India  are 
measures  repugnant  to  the  wish,  the  honour,  and 
the  policy  of  this  nation,  it  shall  not  be  lawful, 
cither  for  the  Governor  General  of  India,  or  for 
the  governor  of  any  presidency,  to  make  or  issue 
any  order  for  commenciDg  hostilitieB,  or  levying 
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war,  or  to  negotiate  or  conclude  any  treaty  with 
any  Indian  prince  or  state  (except  in  cases  of 
sudden  emergency,  or  imminent  danger,  when  it 
shall  appear  dangerous  to  postpone  such  hostili- 
ties or  treaty),  unless  in  pursuance  of  express 
orders  from  the  Governor  General  in  Council,  or 
from  the  Secret  Committee,  by  the  authority  of 
the  Board  of  Control." 

Had  Sir  James  Carnac  the  "  express 
orders,"  which  hy  this  Act  he  was  re- 
quired to  possess,  before  he  was  competent 
to  commence  hostilities,  or  conclude  a 
treaty  ?  He  had  nothing  of  the  kind. 
He  was  sent  out  expressly  to  assure  the 
Rajah  of  the  friendly  feelings  of  the  home 
authorities,  and  to  treat  him  with  the  fa- 
Tour  and  respect  shown  to  him  in  former 
years,  before  the  conspiracy  against  him 
commenced.  There  may  he  those  in  this 
House  who  are  ignorant  of  the  view  taken 
of  the  proceedings  against  the  Rajah  by  the 
Supremo  Government  of  India,  after  the 
whole  of  the  evidence  had  been  laid  before 
them,  and  I  will  therefore  read  a  brief  ex- 
tract from  one  of  the  last  despatches  on 
the  subject,  addressed  from  Calcutta  to 
the  Government  of  Bombay,  and  leave  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  judge  whether  it  points  to 
the  dethronement  of  the  Rajah  and  the 
seizure  and  confiscation  of  his  private  pro- 
perty :— . 

"  Ilis  Lordship  in  Council  would  close  the  pro- 
ceedings, apprising  the  Rajah  that,  although  se- 
veral suspicious  circumstances  regarding  his 
Highness  has  been  dieted  during  the  progress  of 
this  inquiry,  yet  the  British  Government  is  un- 
willing, without  the  clearest  proof  of  guilt,  to 
condemn  anj^of  its  allies,  especially  one  wlio  has 
been  so  pre-eminently  the  object  of  its  fa- 
vour and  generosity ;  that  further  investiga- 
tion is  deemed  inexpedient  with  reference  to  the 
general  inconvenience  it  creates ;  and  tliat  the 
right  hon.  the  Governor  in  Council  is  therefore 
pleased  to  close  the  inquirj*,  with  the  expres- 
sion of  his  hope  that  the  llajah  will  so  conduct 
himself  for  the  future  as  to  avoid  the  predicament 
(no  less  painful  to  the  British  Government  tlian 
to  his  Highness)  in  which  he  has  been  recently 
placed." 

Here,  then,  is  the  deliberate  judgment  of 
the  Supreme  Government,  ignorant  at  the 
time,  altogether,  that  the  Resident  at 
Sattara  had  in  his  possession  the  indubit- 
able and  conclusive  proof  that  the  very  evi- 
dence upon  which  this  judgment  was  pro- 
nounced was  a  mass  of  perjury,  and  that  the 
Rajah  of  Sattara  was  an  innocent  as  the 
Governor  General  of  India  of  tho  crimes 
laid  to  his  charge.  After  the  despatch  al- 
ready cited,  we  have  one  addressed  to  the 
authorities  at  the  India  House,  expressing 
the  Governor  Generars  pain  at  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Bombay  Government,  and 
stating  that  he  had  ordered  those  proceed- 


ings to  be  brought  to  a  close.  In  perfect 
sympathy  with  the  Government  of  India» 
we  find  the  Court  of  Directors  writing  a 
despatch,  dated  the  22nd  of  January,  1839 
— at  a  time,  be  it  remembered,  when  the 
whole  of  the  evidence  was  before  thenit 
save  the  proofs  of  the  Rajah*s  innocence, 
and  of  the  plot  to  destroy  him,  which  were 
in  the  secret  keeping  of  Colonel  Orans,  in 
which  despatch,  they  (the  Directors)  Bay, 
that  it  is  their  *'  decided  opinion  that  it 
would  not  only  bo  a  waste  of  time,  but  se^ 
riously  detrimental  to  tho  character  of  their 
government,  to  carry  on  any  farther  in» 
quiry  into  the  matter. "  One  of  two  things 
was  wanting  to  make  the  deposal  of  the 
Rajah  a  legal  act — an  express  command 
from  the  home  authorities,  or  open  and 
declared  hostility  on  the  part  of  the  Rajah. 
Sir  James  Carnac  had  no  authority  from 
home,  and  tho  Rajah  had  never  been 
charged  even  with  anything  worse  than  a 
secret  design  to  injure  the  British  Govern- 
ment. The  deposal  of  the  Rajah,  there- 
fore, was  in  direct  contravention  of  the 
imperial  statutes  of  this  realm,  and  a 
violation  of  the  unrepealed  provisions  of 
the  charter,  granted  in  1793.  It  will  be 
equally  a  violation  of  the  charter  and  the 
law  of  the  land,  should  the  local  govern- 
ment in  India  place  any  other  prince  on 
the  throne,  or  make  any  disposition  of  the 
Sattara  territory,  without  the  express  com- 
mand of  the  home  authorities.  Sir,  I  have 
before,  when  discussing  this  question,  laid 
considerable  stress,  and  I  think  properly 
so,  upon  the  fact  that  the  intercepted  cor- 
respondence between  the  Rajah  and  his 
most  confidential  agents  and  friends,  for 
three  years  previous  to  the  dethronement, 
was  found  to  contain  nothing  contrary  to 
the  letter  or  spirit  of  tho  treaty  which 
placed  the  Rajah  on  the  throne.  It  has 
been  imputed,  however,  to  the  native  gen- 
tleman who  represents  the  family  of  the 
Rajah  in  this  country,  1  mean  Rungoo 
Bapojee,  that  when  at  Bombay,  in  1838, 
he  wrote  certain  letters  to  his  sovereign, 
which  contained  treasonable  matter.  Now, 
Sir,  I  hold  in  my  hands  the  correspon- 
denco  extracted  from  the  blue  books  which 
have  been  laid  on  the  table,  and  I  chal- 
lenge the  most  skilful  lawyer  in  this  House 
to  lay  his  finger  on  a  sentence  that  can  be 
made  to  show  that  a  feeling  of  hostility 
towards  the  British  Government  dictated 
the  writing  of  any  one  of  these  letters. 
They  refer,  it  is  true,  in  some  parts,  to 
the  political  events  then  occurring,  or  anti- 
cipated; but  they  merely  convey  the  in* 
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formation  which  was  furnished  to  the  writer 
in  conversation  with  two  of  the  Company's 
officers,  Mr.  Baber,  a  magistrate,  and  Dr. 
Milne,  the  medical  superintendent  at  Bom* 
bay.  Yet,  these  are  the  documents,  and 
the  only  ones  selected  out  of  hundreds,  to 
prore  that  the  late  Rajah  carried  on  a 
treasonable  correspondence.  Sir,  I  shall 
not  at  any  great  length  trespass  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House.  My  excuse  for 
what  I  have  said  is,  that  I  deemed  it  im- 
portant to  bring  these  facts,  some  of  them 
new,  under  the  attention  of  Parliament, 
and  particularly  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
in  the  hope  that  it  may  receive  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government  the  consideration  to 
which  I  think  it  is  fairly  entitled.  The 
present  state  of  the  affairs  of  Sattara  affords 
the  Indian  authorities  a  favourable  oppor- 
tunity of  setting  at  rest  a  question  of  deep 
interest  to  many  beyond  these  walls,  and 
to  some  at  least  who  are  within  them. 
The  point  which  I  would  particularly  urge 
on  their  attention  is  that  of  the  succession 
and  the  claims,  both  by  consanguinity  and 
adoption,  of  the  young  Rajah,  now  at  Be- 
nares. Should  I  be  told  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control  that  there  are 
many  nice  points  of  law  involved  in  this 
question,  some  of  which  might  bo  argued 
and  determined  against  the  adoption  of 
Shahoo  Maharaj,  I  will  observe,  in  antici- 
pation of  such  an  objection,  that,  admit- 
ting the  question  to  be  one  that  might 
bo  litigated,  if  there  existed  any  rivals, 
there  is  really  no  impedient  whatever  in 
the  path  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  or  of 
the  Court  of  Directors,  since  they  have 
only  to  decide  in  favour  of  the  adopted 
son,  who  is  undoubtedly  the  nearest  re- 
lation to  both  the  deceased  Rajahs,  in  or- 
der to  enable  that  person  to  ascend  the 
guddee  with  the  consent  and  approbation 
of  all  parties  concerned.  I  earnestly  hope 
that  this  subject  will  receive  attentive  and 
generous  consideration,  and  that  no  ob- 
jections will  be  gratuitously  urged  by  the 
Government  in  bar  of  the  indisputable 
claim,  on  all  moral  and  equitable  grounds, 
of  the  young  prince  on  whose  behalf  I 
make  my  present  appeal.  A  decision  in 
favour  of  that  individual  would  be  one 
alike  honourable  to  the  Government  and 
satisfactory  to  all  those  who  have  taken  a 
view  similar  to  my  own  of  this  question.  It 
would  heal  remaining  wounds,  it  would  be 
regarded  as  some  reparation  of  the  wrongs 
that  are  complained  of,  and  end  those  dis- 
cussions which,  unless  such  a  decision  be 
arrived  at,  are  likely  to  go  oD|  both  here 


and  elsewhere,  until  something  like  justice 
is  obtained.  I  know  I  shall  be  reminded 
of  the  small  numbers  who  have  voted  with 
me  at  the  India  House,  in  comparison  with 
the  gross  number  of  qualified  holders  of 
East  India  stock.  I  do  not  deny  the  fact 
that  I  have  almost  invariably  been  in  a 
minority;  but  the  majority  has  been  com* 
posed  of  the  Directors  voting  in  their  own 
favour,  of  the  members  of  the  Bye-law 
Committee,  of  the  relatives  and  friends  of 
the  parties  implicated,  and  of  those  who 
attend  and  vote  with  the  Directors,  in  the 
hope  and  expectation  of  sharing  in  the  im- 
mense patronage  which  the  Executive  body 
have  at  their  disposal.  Sir,  if  I  have 
been  in  a  minority,  I  have  only  been 
treated  as  another  member  of  that  Court, 
Mr.  John  Poynder,  who,  though  for  many 
years  a  conspicuous  and  zealous  advocate 
of  an  important  religious  question,  has 
never  been  favoured  with  the  support  or 
presence  of  one  of  the  hundred  clerical 
gentlemen  who  are  proprietors  of  stock. 
There  are  other  and  more  impartial  tribu- 
nals to  be  appealed  to,  and  to  these  we 
must  resort  should  we  be  compelled,  sus- 
tained by  the  conviction  that  the  truth  is 
mighty,  and  must  ultimately  prevail.  Such 
appeals  will,  I  trust,  be  rendered  unneces- 
sary by  the  course  shortly  to  be  adopted 
by  the  Indian  authorities.  Happy  shall  I 
be  to  witness  the  final  settlement  of  this 
long-debated  question,  and  to  tender  my 
humble  but  sincere  thanks  to  those  who 
have  contributed  to  bring  it  about.  Grate- 
ful to  the  House  for  its  attention  to  my 
observations,  I  shall  conclude  by  mov- 
ing— 

"  That  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House  it  Is  re- 
quired, by  justice  and  good  faith,  that  the  private 
property  of  the  latot  R.ajah  of  Sattara,  Pertaub 
Sing,  of  which  he  was  possessed  at  the  time  of 
his  deposal,  and  which  was  seized  in  viokktion 
of  tho  written  pledge  of  Sir  James  Camac,  tho 
Governor  of  Bombay,  should  be  transferred 
to  Shahoo  Maharaj,  the  adopted  son  of  the 
hite  Rajah,  or  compensation  be  made  in  Uea 
thereof." 

Sir  J.  HOBHOUSB,  referring  to  the 
numerous  discussions  which  had  taken 
place  upon  this  subject,  and  to  the  impos- 
sibility of  stating  a  single  fact  with  which 
the  select  audience  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  been  addressing  [there  were  not 
more  than  a  dozen  Members  present]  was 
not  painfully  familiar,  thought  that  he 
would  stand  absolved  from  blame  if  he 
were  to  abstain  from  making  any  observa- 
tions on  the  present  occasion.  In  order, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  might  not 
2  B  2 


743 


Rajali  of 


^COMMONS} 


Satfara. 


m 


have  any  ground  of  complaint,  he  would, 
trusting  that  tho  House  would  benr  with 
him,  once  more  go  over  the  gruund  which 
had  hcen  so  ofteu  travelled  before,  and 
state  the  reasons  which  induced  him  to 
come  to  a  conclusion  respecting  the  Sattara 
grievance  directly  opposite  to  that  at  which 
the  hou.  Member  had  arrived.  Tho  right 
hon.  Baronet  detailed  the  facts  of  the  case, 
drawing  from  it  the  same  deduction  as  that 
which  he  formerly  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  With  respect  to 
the  private  property  of  the  ex- Rajah,  the 
hon.  Member's  observations  were  uothing 
hut  a  continuation  of  the  debate  of  the  11th 
July.  The  real  truth  was  timt  Pcrtaub 
Sing  had  no  private  property  at  all  when 
he  was  elevated  to  the  throne  by  Mr,  Eh 
phinstone.  When  he  was  deposed  he  left 
behind  liim  several  lacs  of  rupees;  but  the 
Government  of  India  decided  that  this  was 
state  propertj,  and  not  jnivate  property. 
A  Bura  of  not  less  than  3,000L  a  year  had 
heen  assigned  to  his  family  as  a  provisional 
allowance  until  a  final  arrangement  could 
be  made,  and  about  2,000Z.  a  year  had 
been  settled  upon  hia  eldest  daughter,  who 
had  retired  with  it  to  Benares*  attended 
by  a  large  number  of  the  ex-Rajah's  fol- 
lowers. He  (Sir  John  Hob  house)  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Thompson) 
that  there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  India  to  act  otherwise 
than  justly  in  the  case.  He  might  depend 
upon  it,  that  every  consideration  would  he 
given  to  the  wants  of  the  family.  He  was 
not  now  talking  of  the  question  of  the  succes- 
sion of  the  Shahoo  Maharaj  to  the  throne, 
hut  respeetiog  the  wants  of  the  family,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  take  his  assur- 
ance that  they  should  be  properly  attended 
to.  With  respect  to  the  succession,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  decide  tho  question 
off-hand.  There  were  various  opinions  re- 
specting the  rights  of  the  adopted  ^on 
to  the  throne.  lie  admitted,  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman*  that  tho  boy  adopted 
by  Portaub  Sing  had  been  adopted 
according  to  all  the  Hindoo  forms  and 
customs,  and  was  entitled  to  any  private 
property  belonging  to  the  adopting  father; 
hut  the  right  to  succeed  to  the  throne  was 
another  question  altogether.  The  hon. 
Gentleumn  knew,  also,  that  tho  brother, 
the  reigning  prinee,  had  adopted  a  son  on 
his  death-bed;  hut  the  British  Resident  was 
away  at  tho  time,  and  as  the  paramount 
Power  had  not  concuiTcd  in  that  adoption, 
it  was  not  a  political  adoption;  so  that  the 
two  adoptions  might  he  considered  as  on  a 


par  with  each  other.  Whether  the  young 
man  adopted  by  the  late  Rajah  Appa  Sahib, 
or  the  one  adopted  by  the  deposed  Rajah, 
should  succeed,  was  a  great  question  ^  to 
which  the  Government  would  have  to  apply 
itself;  as  also  whether  one  of  these  should 
be  chosen  at  all,  or  whether  it  would  be 
wise  to  set  up  any  person  whatever  over 
the  territory  of  Sattara  as  its  future  ruler 
— these  were  questions  to  he  considered 
hereafter  by  the  Government  of  India.  As 
he  had  told  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Thompson)  the  other  daj^  no  opinion  had 
yet  been  given  by  Lord  Dalhousie,  who  in 
a  letter  received  by  the  last  mail  had  ex- 
pressed his  regret  that  he  (Lord  Dalhousie) 
had  not  yet  received  the  necessary  infor- 
mation from  the  Bombay  Government,  and 
had  stated  that  when  the  expected  de- 
spatches arrived  from  Bombay,  the  sub- 
ject would  receive  immediate  attention  by 
himself  and  council.  If  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  do  so,  he  would  take  the  liberty 
of  giving  the  hon.  Member  a  little  advice. 
The  hon.  Member  was  personally  acquaint- 
ed with  India,  and  no  doubt  felt  consider- 
able interest  in  its  welfare  and  prosperity. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  he  influ* 
enced  by  a  few  grains  of  personal  advan- 
tiiofe.  Let  him  then  direct  those  abilities 
which  he  uudonhtedly  possessed,  not  to  the 
detraction  of  the  dead,  but  to  the  eulogium 
of  the  living.  India  afforded  a  field  for 
tlje  display  of  every  virtue,  and  men  were 
not  found  wanting  when  the  occasion  pre* 
sented  itself.  It  was  only  yesterday  that 
the  Government  received  the  news  of  a 
great  exploit  performed  by  a  British  officer, 
young  in  years,  and  only  a  subaltern  in 
rank,  who  performed  it  under  every  disad- 
vantage, unaided,  and  it  might  be  said 
alone,  for  he  had  not  the  assistance  of  o. 
single  fellow-countryman,  or  even  one  of 
his  own  colour,  hi  one  month,  alone,  and, 
as  ho  had  said  before,  quite  unaided,  with 
levies  which  he  had  raised  himself  only  a 
month  before,  and  which  ho  had  him- 
self disciplined,  under  a  burning  sun, 
in  countries  inundated  by  great  rivers, 
that  voung  man  overthrew  a  formidable  foe, 
and  by  hts  own  riglit  hand  and  sagacioua 
head  saved,  he  might  saVr  from  great  peril 
a  distant  part  of  our  Indian  empire.  Tho 
hon.  Gentlcmnn  would,  he  was  sure,  find 
more  satisfaction  in  adding  to  tho  praises 
which  would  he  for  ever,  be  thought,  be- 
stowed on  Lieutenant  Edwardes,  than  in 
finding  fault  with  what  he  considered  to  h& 
tho  nvij? deeds  of  Colonel  Ovans. 

Mil,  HUME  cordially  united  with  tho 
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right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down, 
in  the  eulogium  which  he  had  pronounced 
on  the  gallant  and  successful  achievements 
of  Lieutenant  Edwardes,  and  deeply  re- 
gretted that  the  existing  regulations  pre- 
vented that  oflficer  from  receiving  the  hon- 
ours and  rewards  he  so  eminently  merited. 
As  that  officer  was  only  a  suhaltern  in  the 
service,  he  could  not  even  receive  the  title 
of  C.B.     He  hoped  that  some  alteration 
would  he  made  that  would  enahle  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  do  justice  to  the  claims  of 
that  gallant  officer.  [Sir  John  Hobhouse  : 
It  is  already  done.]      He  was  extremely 
glad  to  hear  it.     He  would  now  hriefly 
refer  to  the  question  before  the  House. 
He  agreed  in  the  desirableness,  as  a  ge- 
neral rule,  of  not  introducing  Indian  ques- 
tions into  that  House;  but  when  acts  of  op- 
pression and  cruelty  were  committed,  and 
appeals  for  redress  were    rejected  else- 
where, it  was  then  right  that  the  matter 
should  be  brought  before  Parliament,  and 
the  present  was  a  case  of  that  description. 
As  for  the  numerous  decisions  at  the  India 
House  which  had  been  referred  to  them, 
they  were  merely  decisions  not  to  reopen  the 
case,  or  to  correct  the  original  error — they 
were  not  decisions  on  the  merits  of  the 
case.     In  fact,  for  the  most  part  they  had 
been  votes  of  adjournment,  and  had  no  re- 
ference to  the  specific  questions  which  had 
been  debated.     There  was  much  which 
might  be  urged  in  excuse  for  those  who 
had  in  the  first  instance  come  to  a  hasty 
decision  upon  the  subject.     They  were  ut- 
terly unacquainted  with  the  merits  of  the 
question  when  they  so  decided.     Although 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  expressed  his 
opinion  of  the  guilt  of  the  Rajah,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  begged  to  express  his  own  honest 
conviction  that  Pertaub  Sing  was  ruined 
by  as  foul  a  conspiracy  as  ever  disgraced 
the  annals  of  this  empire.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had   spoken  of  persons  advocat- 
ing the  cause  of   the  Rajah  for  hire  ; 
but  he  and  others  who   had   taken  up 
that  question  could  never  be  accused  of 
any  such  motive;  they  had  only  taken  up 
the  cause  from  a  conviction  that  the  Rajah 
had  been  so  ruined  by  conspiracy.     With 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  Rajah's  pri- 
vate property,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
altogether  under  a  mistake.  He  had  lately 
seen  copies  of  a  letter  containing  a  list  of 
the  private  property  delivered  to  Colonel 
Ovans,   to  which  private  property  the  Ra-^ 
jah's  heir  was  actually  entitled.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said,   that  it  was  not 
determined  which  was,  or  was  not,  the 


private  property  of  the  late  Rajah;  but  he 
had  forgotten  that  Captain  Grant  Dutf,  the 
first  Resident,  decided  the  question,  and 
set  aside  what  might  be  called  •*  the  civil 
list"  of  the  Rajah,  which  was  for  his  own 
private  use,  and  had  been  sanctioned  by 
Government,  and  it  was  out  of  that  very 
civil  list  that  he  had  saved  the  lacs  of  ru- 
pees which  had  been  referred  to.  If  any 
prince  ever  deserved  the  thanks  of  the 
British  Government  it  was  the  Rajah  of 
Sattara;  and  it  was  unjust  that  his  savings 
during  his  reign  should  be  withheld  from 
him  while  living,  and  from  his  family  when 
dead.  It  had  been  said,  that  if  the  Rajah 
was  guilty,  he  had  no  right  to  adopt  a 
successor  to  the  throne.  That  word  **  if  " 
involved  the  whole  question;  for  he  con- 
tended the  Rajah  had  never  been  proved 
guilty,  since  he  had  not  been  permitted 
to  be  heard  in  his  own  defence — he  had 
never  had  a  hearing.  It  had  been  said 
that  this  subject  had  been  frequently  be- 
fore the  Directors;  but  that  body  had  al- 
ways been  judges  in  their  own  cause,  and 
he  could  not  forget  that  the  truth  once 
leaked  out  in  a  despatch  sent  home  to 
Sir  James  Camac,  who  said,  that  should 
the  Rajah  Appa  Sahib  die  without  issue, 
the  territory  would  revert  to  the  Company, 
and  they  would  thus  gain  a  revenue  of  ' 
180,000^.  or  200,000Z.  a  year.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he  would,  with- 
out hesitation,  see  justice  done.  He  would 
take  him  at  his  word,  and  wait  to  see  him 
fulfil  his  pledge.  After  repeating  his 
anxiety  to  see  the  question  fairly  and 
equitably  decided,  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
sumed his  seat. 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  vindicated  the 
character  and  motives  of  Sir  James  Car- 
nac,  who  on  his  return  to  England  had 
explained  and  justified  his  conduct.  He 
contended  that  the  Rajah  had  broken  the 
second  and  fifth  articles  of  the  treaty, 
which,  whether  right  or  wrong,  he  was 
bound  to  observe.  The  Rajah,  as  a  sove- 
reign prince,  could  not  have  a  formal  judi- 
cial trial.  The  question  was  one  of  treaty, 
and  a  violation  of  the  treaty  carried  with 
it  a  forfeiture  of  the  sovereignty.  With 
respect  to  the  private  property,  he  trust- 
the  Government  would  treat  it  in  the  most 
handsome  and  liberal  manner.  The  Rajah, 
according  to  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  had  received  dur- 
ing his  exile  100,000^,  which  was  one- 
third  of  the  private  property.  He  agreed 
that  it  was  inexpedient  that  Vakeels  should 
come  to  this  country  ;  and  he   thought 
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the  gentleman  who  sat  under  the  gallery 
(Runjoo  Bapogee)  had  broken  a  pledge  to 
return  to  India,  when  money  was  advanced 
for  the  purpose.  He  concluded  by  repeat- 
ing the  expression  of  his  hope  that  the 
East  India  Company  and  the  local  govern- 
ment would  take  care  that  there  should  be 
a  just  settlement  of  the  question  of  private 
property,  and  would  see  that  those  whom 
the  Rajah  had  left  behind  him  were  treated 
in  a  liberal  and  generous  manner.  He 
would  not  discuss  the  question  of  the  suc- 
cession, but  leave  it  to  be  considered  here- 
after if  it  was  considered  worth  while  to 
raise  it. 

Mb.  GEORGE  THOMPSON :  I  have 
but  little  to  say  in  reply  to  the  righi  hon. 
Baronet,  who,  I  must  say,  has  not  grappled 
with  the  two  main  branches  of  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  namely,  the  confis- 
cation of  the  private  property,  and  the  ille- 
gality of  the  dethronement.  He  has  said 
nothing  of  the  violation  of  the  solemn 
pledge  of  the  British  Governor,  nor  even 
condescended  to  notice  the  official  docu- 
ments which  I  placed  before  the  House  to 
prove  the  engagement  which  was  entered 
into,  and  the  actual  existence  of  the  pro- 
perty of  which  the  Rajah  was  deprived.  I 
have  now  a  letter  before  me,  written  by 
Colonel  Ovans,  describing  his  property, 
and  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been  accu- 
mulated, and  stating  that  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  discriminating  between  what 
was  public  and  state  property,  and  what 
was  private  and  personal.  All  this  pro- 
perty was  acquired  by  thrifty  management 
of  that  part  of  his  revenue  which  the  Rajah 
had,  from  the  commencement  of  his  reign, 
set  aside  for  his  personal  expenses.  If  I 
wanted  further  proof,  I  would  quote  the 
admission  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  a 
large  amount  of  treasure  was  left  by  the 
Rajah,  which  was  applied  by  his  brother  to 
certain  purposes  which  he  has  described. 
In  fact,  there  had  been  no  defence  of  this 
act  of  spoliation.  The  existence  of  the 
property  was  proved  by  the  Governor's 
letter  and  pledge,  by  his  despatch  to  the 
supremo  authorities,  by  the  letters  of  Co- 
lonel Ovans,  by  the  detailed  inventory  of 
the  property  which  had  been  made  out, 
and  by  the  admissions  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  himself.  All  that  had  been  ad- 
vanced went  to  prove  the  violation  of  as 
distinct  a  pledge  as  had  ever  been  given 
by  any  British  Governor  in  any  part  of  the 
world;  and  unless  justice  was  at  length 
done,  the  transaction  would  bring  indeli- 
ble disgrace  upon  all  parties  concerned  in 


it.  I  will  put  this  case  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  India  Board.  Suppose  the 
Rajah  had  taken  advantage  of  the  five 
days  which  intervened  between  the  receipts 
of  the  written  pledge  of  the  Governor,  and 
the  hour  of  his  deposal,  and  had  employed 
them  in  bringing  together  all  his  moveable 
property  in  treasure,  jewels,  and  other 
things,  and  had  made  them  ready  to  ac« 
company  him  on  his  departure  from  the 
capital,  would  not  the  letter  of  the  Gover- 
nor have  fully  authorised  the  Resident  to 
consent  to  their  removal,  and  would  not 
the  Rajah  thus  have  had  the  benefit  of  the 
engagement  which  had  been  voluntarily 
given?  The  Rajah,  however,  had  unlim- 
ited confidence  in  the  word  of  the  Governor^ 
and  the  honour  and  good  faith  of  the  Brit- 
ish Government,  and  his  reward  was  to  be 
deprived  of  everything  which  he  had  in- 
trusted to  the  care  of  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment. I  was  curious  to  know  the  views 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  reference  to 
the  opinion  I  ventured  to  express  of  the 
legal  character  of  the  act  of  deposal.  Con- 
versant, as  he  must  be,  with  the  statutes 
^amed  to  regulate  the  affairs  of  India*  he 
cannot  have  overlooked  the  Act  of  1793» 
to  which  I  so  particularly  referred,  and 
which,  according  to  my  view,  rendered  it 
incompetent  to  the  Indian  authorities  to 
depose  the  Rajah,  or  enter  into  any  treaty 
with  his  brother.  On  this  subject  the 
Minister  of  the  Crown  has  been  profoundly 
silent,  although  it  is  one  of  vital  impor* 
tance,  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  guilt 
or  innocence  of  the  Rajah.  I  commend 
the  matter  to  his  serious  consideration, 
both  as  relating  to  past  proceedings  and 
as  bearing  upon  the  future  acts  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.  I  am  sorry  that  so 
many  irrelevant  topics  have  been  introduced 
into  this  debate,  and  especially  that  it  should 
have  been  deemed  necessary  to  revert  to 
what  I  formerly  said  respecting  Sir  James 
Carnac.  Sir,  should  I  discover  that  I  have 
been  led  to  make  any  statement  detnmental 
to  the  character  of  any  living  person,  and 
above  all  to  the  memory  of  any  one  dead, 
upon  false  information,  I  can  assure  the 
House,  there  is  not  a  person  living  who 
would  be  moro  ready  than  myself  to  offer 
the  most  ample  reparation.  The  righl 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  refer  to 
tho  condition  on  which  I  undertook  to 
make  good  my  charges  against  certain  per* 
sons,  namely,  that  there  should  be  a  Com- 
mittee before  whom  I  might  produce  the 
witnesses  required  to  substantiate  my  alle- 
gations.    I  have  never  been  able  to  obtaia 
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Bucb  an  inquirj  either  here  or  at  the  India 
House.  I  thank  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  the  counsel  he  has  so  kindly  given  me 
to-night  regarding  my  future  course  in  this 
House.  I  receive  his  advice  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  was  conveyed,  and  shall  follow  it. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Six. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday y  September  1,  1848. 

MrifDTBS.]    PuBUC  Bills.— 1*  Copper  and  Lead  Duties. 

S*  Taxiog  Masters,  Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland) :  Slave 
Trade  (Muscat);  Savings  Banks  (Ireland);  West  India 
Colonies  and  Mauritius ;  Exchequer  Bills ;  Consolidated 
Fund  (Appropriation). 

Reported. — Slave  Trade  (Equator) ;  Postage  on  News- 
papers (Channel  Islands) ;  Post  Horses  Licenses,  die ; 
Drainage  Certificates ;  Lock-up  Houses ;  Spirits  (Dealers 
in)}  British  Spirits  Warehousing;  DisUlling  ftom 
Sugar. 

3°  and  passed: — Millbank  Prison  ;  Battersea  Park,  &c. ; 

Royal  Military  Asylum  ;  Local  Acts. 
Petitions  Prkskmtbd.  From  certain  Lords,  and  Adven- 
turers in  British  Copper,  l^ead,  and  Tin  Mines,  against 
the  Copper  and  Lead  Duties  Bill. — From  Merchants, 
Shipowners,  and  Others,  of  the  Borough  of  Clifton, 
Dartmouth  Hardness,  against  the  Navigation  Laws. 

COPPER  AND  LEAD  DUTIES  BILL. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  moved  the  First 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  said,  that  however 
contrary  it  might  he  to  the  usual  practice 
of  the  House,  he  should  move  as  an 
Amendment  that  the  Bill  he  read  a  first 
time  that  day  six  months.  He  did  so  he- 
cause  he  considered  that  the  treatment 
which  their  Lordships  had  received  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  on  the  suh- 
ject  of  this  Bill  was  such  that  it  hecame 
their  duty  to  mark  their  sense  of  it  in  the 
strongest  possible  manner.  The  resolu- 
tions on  which  this  Bill  was  founded  were 
carried  in  Committee  of  Supply  on  the 
18th  of  April;  but  the  Bill,  by  an  unne- 
cessary delay,  was  not  brought  into  the 
House  of  Commons  until  the  8th  of  May. 
From  that  time  down  to  the  28th  of  Au- 
gust there  was  not  a  week  in  which  it  was 
not  fixed  for  a  second  reading;  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  adjourned  about  thirty  times 
before  it  came  to  a  second  reading.  It 
was  not  read  a  second  time,  thereforo,  until 
the  28th  of  August,  and  now,  on  the  1st 
of  September,  within  two  or  three  days  of 
the  prorogation,  it  made  its  advent  into 
this  House.  Was  it  proper,  he  asked, 
that  a  Bill  which  in  any  way  affected  the 
financial  circumstances  of  the  country, 
should  be  brought  up  at  a  period  whep  it 
was  impossible  to  give  it  fair  considera- 
tion ?     If  they  were  to  be  treated  in  this 


manner,  they  would  cease  to  be  longer  a 
deliberative  assembly;  and  if  they  did  not 
mark  their  sense  of  such  treatment,  their 
independence  would  be  gone.  He  also  ob- 
jected to  the  measure  itself  on  account  of 
its  proposing  to  reduce  a  duty,  which, 
being  but  Irper  cent,  could  only  be  re- 
garded as  a  revenue,  and  dot  a  protective 
duty.  In  the  present  state  of  the  publio 
revenue,  and  with  the  prospect  of  a  failure 
of  the  potato  crop,  and  the  harvest  in  Corn- 
wall, it  would  be  particularly  unjust  to 
pass  a  law  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
subjecting  the  Cornish  producers  of  copper 
ores  to  competition  with  the  slave-raised 
copper  of  Cuba.  If  there  was  an  inde- 
pendent Peer  in  the  House,  he  must  vote 
against  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  trust- 
ed the  House  would  not  be  induced  by  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  to  dispose  in 
this  summary  manner  of  a  Bill  which  was 
intended,  not  to  check  and  embarrass,  but 
to  promote  the  trade  of  the  country.  Did 
not  the  noble  Lord  know,  that  by  the  false 
idea  of  giving  protection  to  British  copper, 
the  smelting  trade  of  this  country  had  been 
exposed  for  years  to  the  severest  danger — 
and  in  fact  had  been  in  a  course  of  gradual 
diminution  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord  know 
that  the  effect  of  the  measure,  which  waa 
passed  with  a  view  to  protection,  had 
caused  the  establishment  of  smelting  com- 
panies in  places  where  smelting  companies 
never  before  existed  ?  That,  he  could  as- 
sure him,  had  been  the  case  in  Chili,  the 
United  States,  and  other  parts  of  the 
world.  Amongst  other  authorities  he  might 
quote  that  of  our  consul  at  Philadelphia, 
who  stated,  that  in  Boston,  United  States, 
a  company  had  erected  furnaces,  and  were 
engaged  in  smelting  considerable  quantities 
of  Mexican  and  Cuba  ores — which  ores,  if 
not  for  our  high  duties,  would  have  been 
all  smelted  in  England  ?  The  noble  Lord 
would  promote  British  industry  by  causing 
the  ores  which  would  have  been  smelted 
in  this  country  to  go  to  America  and  be 
smelted  there.  The  consul  went  on  to  say 
that  smelting  companies  had  also  been 
talked  of  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
Philadelphia.  Then  there  was  the  evidence 
upon  the  subject  which  had  been  given  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  the  Navigation  Laws; 
yet,  in  the  face  of  such  evidence,  he  was 
now  told  that  it  was  essential  for  the  in- 
terest of  this  country  to  continue  the  duty 
under  which  the  smelting  trade  had  broken 
down.  The  question  was,  should  the  smelt- 
ing trade  be  retained  in  England,  or  bo 
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driveti  to  otlier  coimtnesj  ami  lie  trusted 
the  House  would  not  adopt  the  extraonli- 
nary  courao  recommended  by  the  noble 
Lord»  which  was  a  roost  unheard-of  pro- 
ceeding, and  the  avowed  object  of  wliieh 
was  to  defeat  the  Bill  altogether.  The  Jjill 
had  been  passed  in  the  other  House  hy  tt 
large  majority;  and  if  their  Lordships  re- 
fused it  a  first  reading,  tlicy  would  mark 
it  not  merely  with  discourtesy,  but  con- 
tempt. 

Loan  REDES  DALE  explained  that  he 
had  no  wi.^h  to  treat  the  ITouso  of  Cojn- 
nious  with  discourtesy,  provided  it  treated 
this  House  with  courtesy  ;  hut  ho  had 
Btated^  and  no  answer  had  been  given  to 
hini,  that  to  send  np  to  that  House  on  the 
Ist  of  September  a  Bill  which  was  brought 
in  ill  the  Commons  as  early  ns  May  was 
an  act  of  discourtesy.  He  objected  to  the 
measure  on  its  first  readiug,  on  aecount  of 
the  late  period  at  which  it  had  been  sent 
up;  and  he  must  say  that  it  constituted 
good  ground  for  this  House  resenting  the 
treatment  which  it  had  experienced  at  the 
hands  of  the  House  of  Commons  during 
the  present  Session. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE,  whilst  supporting 
the  Bill,  agreed  with  Lord  Rede-stlalc  in 
his  censure  of  the  practice  that  bad  grown 
up  of  sending  important  Bills  to  their  Lord- 
ehips'  House  at  a  period  so  late  in  the  Ses- 
sion. He  thought  this  House  was  called 
upon  in  some  way  or  other,  not  merely  to 
mark  its  sense  of  this  mode  of  proceetling, 
but  to  guard  against  that  mode  of  proceed- 
ing hereafter;  and  be  hoped  it  would  be 
proposed  in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment to  take  some  step  that  would  pre- 
clude their  Lordships,  except  where  special 
cause  was  shovvn,  from  entertaining  any 
Bill  whatsoever  that  came  up  to  them  after 
a  certain  date.  Their  Lordships  had  it  in 
their  power  to  mark  their  sense  of  this 
mode  of  transacting  the  business  of  Par- 
liameat;  and  be  wished  the  Bill  on  the 
table  was  such  as,  without  any  public  in- 
convenience and  sacrifice  of  the  rights  of 
third  parties,  he  couldt  by  rejecting  it, 
mark  bis  own  sense,  individually,  of  the 
mauQcr  in  which  the  House  had  been 
treated;  but  as  ho  believed  that  this  Bill 
would  be  considered  most  beneiieiai  to  the 
nianufrtcturing  interests  of  this  country, 
he  would  therefore  support  the  first  read- 
ing. 

The  Earl  of  EALMOUTH  supported 
the  Amendment,  and  argued  that  the  Bill 
had  not  been  sufficiently  considered  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  it  was  agreed 


to  by  a  small  majority,  and  that  at  a  pe- 
riod of  the  Session  when  nine-tenths  of 
the  Members  had  loft  town.  The  noble 
Earl  then  called  attention  to  the  apprehen- 
sions existing  of  a  deficiency  of  food  in 
Cornwall  by  a  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
and  the  wdieat  harvest,  through  the  con- 
tinuance of  wet  weather;  and  contended 
that  this  evil  would  be  much  aggravated 
by  the  want  of  employment  that  would 
follow  the  enactment  of  the  present  BUL 
If  there  was  a  body  of  manufacturers  in 
the  country,  who  were  in  a  Nourishing 
state,  it  was  tlie  copper  smelters;  and,  in 
addition  to  the  injury  which  the  Bill  would 
inflict  on  the  Cornish  miner,  it  would  also 
have  the  effect  of  creating  a  monopoly  in 
copper  smelting. 

The  Eael  of  DESART  said,  that  from 
the  observations  of  the  noble  President  of 
the  Council,  it  would  almost  appear  that 
the  copper-smelting  trade  was  on  its  last 
legs,  and  had  nearly  left  this  country; 
whereas  he  believed  that  the  smelters  were 
about  the  most  nourishing  interest  which 
existed  at  the  present  moment  in  the  whole 
of  Great  Britain,  and  that  if  they  were  not 
so  powerful  and  so  well  represented  in  the 
other  House  of  Parbanient  their  Lordships 
would  have  heard  nothing  of  the  measure 
now  before  them.  As  the  Bill  had  not 
been  sent  up  to  their  Lordships'  House 
until  within  two  or  tliree  days  of  the  pro- 
rogation, ho  trusted  that  they  would  adopt 
the  Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend. 

Lord  WYNFORD  considered  that  the 
House  had  not  been  treated  with  respect 
as  regarded  this  Bill.  They  ought  to  re- 
member that  it  waa  a  Bill  which,  if  it 
passed  into  law,  would  confer  a  benefit  on 
slaveholders. 

Earl  GRAXVILLE  replied. 

The  House  divided;  —  Contents  17; 
Not- Con  tents  1.'5 ;  Majority  4* 

Bill  read  l^^. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  Septemher  1.  1848. 

MfwrifTiB,]  PUBLIC  BrLLs.'^o  and  t»aifed:—Coi>per  slid 
Lead  DuLies;  Poor  Law  Auditon  ProceodJiij^  Restrictjion, 

PitTrTioN»  ritft>«iiNTKi>.  Uy  ViKOunt  MjDrfieUi,  from  tbo 
PariftU  of  Hsrifsx,  in  Ihp  County  of  York,  for  a  Bettcc 
Obwenranco  or  the  Ivord'^  Day*— From  Memberi  of  the 
Giibuni  DJrtrict  of  the  lndc|>ef»(lfnt  OrdcT  of  Odd  Fel- 
lows, for  an  extension  of  tht-  Oeiu-ftt  Sncicties  Act  to  Uuit 
Ord«T. — By  Mr.  Anstey,  from  William  Cob4)ett.  9,  Pri- 
Eon^r  in  the  Queai'i  Bonch  Prifou,  praying  for  the  Pro- 
duciion  of  oertain  l'mper««  relative  to  hli  Case.— By  Sir 
R.  U.  Ingll^i,  trrnn  wvcraJ  Ck-rgymeu  of  the  United 
Churcrh  of  England  and  Ireland,  a]c;aii)-it  the  Diptomatic 
ReJatioOAj  Cotarl  of  nixne*  BilL-^tiy  Mr.  Gvatgo  Uimal* 
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ton.  tr§fs4b»  |ili&Uter  and  Congregation  of  the  Episcopal 
Chapel,,  Upper  Bagot  Street,  Pariah  of  St.  Peter's,  I 
Dublin,  fbr  iE^ncouragement  to  Schools  in  Connexion 
wMi  the  Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— By  Mr. 
Pearson,  from  Inhabitants  of  the  Parish  of  St.  Mary, 
Lambeth,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Present  State  of  the  Law 
In  reference  to  Grand  Juries.— By  Viscount  Morpeth, 
fWnii  Clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England,  residing  in 
the  several  Parishes  of  the  Town  of  Southampton,  in 
fovour  of  the  Health  of  Towns  Bill.— From  Members  of 
Waterford  Sanitary  Association,  in  favour  of  Measures 
for  the  Prevention  of  the  Indian  Cholera  in  Ireland.—  By 
Mr.  Anstey,  from  Daniel  Keane,  of  36,  Linooln's-Inn- 
Fields,  in  the  C'ounty  of  Middlesex,  respecting  the  Ab- 
sence of  Judges  from  Chambers.- From  Ratepayers  of 
the  Township  of  Rotherham,  Yorkshire,  for  an  Alter- 
ation of  the  Law  respecting  Mendicants.— Uy  Viscount 
Morpeth,  from  OflBcers  employed  in  the  Keighley  Union, 
Yorkshire,  in  favour  of  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor 
Law  Officers ;  also  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law 
Union  Charges  Bill.— From  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  City 
of  Limerick,  respecting  the  ImpedimenU  in  the  River 
Shannon.— By  Mr.  Aglionby,  from  Henry  Chawner, 
Esq.,  Lord  of  the  Manor  of  Greathara,  in  the  County  of 
Southampton,  against  the  Proposed  Indosure  of  the 
Waste  Lands. 

LORD  CHIEF  JUSTICE  WILDE. 
In  answer  to  a  question  from  Mr.  An- 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  hon.  Members  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Com- 
mon Pleas  would  be  satisfied,  without  any 
statement  from  him,  that  that  learned  in- 
dividual would  not  be  neglectful  of  any 
duty  attached  to  his  high  office.  He  had, 
however,  communicated  with  the  learned 
Judge  on  the  subject,  and  received  from 
him  the  following  statement,  dated  August 
30,  which  he  would  read  to  the  House. 
The  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common 
Pleas,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  him  (the 
Attorney  General)  stated — 

"  I  am  much  obliged  to  you  for  your  note  and 
the  copy  of  the  petition  about  to  be  presented  by 
Mr.  Anstey.  The  only  observation  which  I  have 
to  make  upon  its  contents  is,  that  so  far  as  thoy 
refer  to  me,  they  are  founded  in  error.  I  am  not 
on  the  rota  for  attendance  at  chambers,  nor  is  it 
any  part  of  my  duty  as  a  Chief  Justice  to  attend. 
In  the  arrangement  of  the  judicial  duties,  that  of 
the  routine  attendance  at  chambers  has  always  been 
performed  by  the  puisne  judges  ;  and  neither  the 
Chief  Justices  nor  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  are  in  the 
habit  of  attending,  although,  under  special  circum- 
stances, and  as  an  accommodation  to  their  brother 
judges,  they  may  have  attended  on  particular  oc- 
casions. Previously  to  the  appointment  of  the 
three  additional  judges,  in  1832,  there  was  no  re- 
gular attendance  at  chambers  during  the  long  va- 
cation. In  1838  a  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
judges,  that  the  last  newly-appointed  judge  who 
had  not  before  performed  the  duty  should  be 
the  attending  judge  in  the  long  vacation.  The 
Chief  Justices  and  the  Chief  Baron  have  consid- 
ered that  resolution  to  refer  to  the  judges  charged 
ordinarily  with  the  duty  of  attending  to  chamber 
business,  and  have  never  held  it  to  refer  to  them- 
selves, or  acted  upon  it.  In  the  long  vacation  of 
1846,  following  mj  appointment,  I  had  an  intima- 


tion from  one  of  the  judges  that  I  was  expected  to 
attend  chambers  during  that  vacation.  I  disclaim- 
ed being  subject  to  any  such  duty,  and  declined  to 
attend.  Since  that  time  no  communication  on 
the  subject  has  been  made  to  me  by  any  of  the 
judges  ;  but  upon  my  return  from  the  circuit  last 
week,  I  heard  from  my  clerk  that  it  was  reported 
that  I  was  abo|||^  to  attend  chambers.  I  imme- 
diately stated  tti^such  report  was  not  authorised 
by  me,  and  that  I  did  not  propose  to  attend ;  and 
the  notices  referred  to  in  the  petition  have  none 
of  them  been  issued  by  my  direction,  or  had  my 
sanction.  I  learn  from  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  that, 
upon  his  appointment,  Lord  Denman  and  the  late 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Tindal,  both  intimated  to  him 
that  it  was  no  part  of  his  duty  to  attend  chambers, 
pursuant  to  the  resolution  of  1838  ;  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  given  me  permission  to  authorise 
you  to  state  to  the  House,  that  he  considers  that 
it  is  not  my  duty  to  attend  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion. I  received  your  letter  and  the  petition  last 
night,  and  also  letters  from  two  solicitors ;  and, 
learning  from  them  that  there  were  some  matters 
calling  for  an  early  judicial  interference,  I  did  not 
think  it  right  to  stand  upon  a  question  of  strict 
obligation,  but  came  to  town  this  morning  and 
directed  immediate  notices  to  be  sent  to  the  par- 
ties that  I  would  attend  at  chambers  to-morrow  at 
eleven  o'clock,  and  I  shall  attend  accordingly,  for 
a  few  days,  in  order  that  the  public  may  not  be 
inconvenienced  while  the  judges  make  their  ar- 
rangements for  future  attendance  during  the  vaca- 
tion." 

He  was  sure  that  the  House  would  ac- 
knowledge that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had 
acted  most  praiseworthily  in  taking  care 
that  the  public  should  not  be  put  to  an  in- 
convenience; though  that  act  of  kindness 
on  his  part  must  not  be  construed  into  any 
admission  that  his  attendance  was  obliga- 
tory. 

SWEEPS. 

Mr.  anstey  said,  that  some  time  ago 
h^  had  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  as  to 
the  illegal  **  sweeps"  advertisements;  and 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
prosecute  the  parties  who  offended  in  that 
respect.  The  answer  he  received  was, 
that  the  matter  would  be  referred  to  the 
proper  authorities;  and  he  now  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  whe- 
ther any  decision  had  been  come  to  on  the 
subject  ?  He  asked  the  question  in  the  in- 
terest of  certain  newspapers,  which  had 
hitherto  refused  to  insert  such  advertise- 
ments. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  believed 
that  there  had  been  a  misconception  of  the 
intention  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  with  re- 
spect to  the  authority  or  duty  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  to  prosecute  in  cases  of  this 
sort.  He  believed  that  that  duty  of  the 
Attorney  General  existed  only  in  respect 
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to  racing.  He,  however,  admitted  that 
the  evil  referred  to  was  so  extensive,  and 
tended  so  much  to  the  demoralisation  of 
the  people  engaged  in  it;  and  that  at  the 
same  time  the  permission  of  it  was  not 
right  or  fair  towards  those  newspapers 
which,  in  ohedience  to  the  law,  abstained 
from  inserting  advertisements  of  the  nature 
referred  to — that  he  felt  he  should^be  com- 
pelled to  take  proceedings,  if  the  practice 
of  publishing  those  advertisements  were 
continued.  He  thought  it  right  to  give 
this  public  notice  on  the  subject,  in  order 
that  parties  might  not  afterwards  excuse 
themselves  on  the  plea  that  thej  had  of- 
fended innocently  and  in  ignorance  of  the 
law. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  an  answer  pre- 
cisely similar  to  the  one  which  the  House 
had  just  heard  had  been  given  to  a  ques- 
tion put  by  him  three  mouths  ago. 

Sir  G.  grey  said  that  he  had  stated, 
on  the  occasion  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, that  he  had  referred  the  matter  to 
the  Attorney  General.  Since  that  period 
the  offence  had  gone  on  increasing. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  trusted  that  there 
would  not  be  one  law  for  the  rich,  and  an- 
other for  the  poor.  If  these  **  sweeps,** 
which  were  the  lotteries  in  which  the  mid- 
dle classes  took  part,  were  to  be  put  down, 
it  was  to  be  hoped  that  all  lotteries  of  every 
description  at  the  clubs  and  among  the 
higher  classes  would  bo  treated  in  the 
same  way. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  under- 
stood the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Youghal  to  refer  to  the  advertisements  in 
certain  newspapers  respecting  different 
**  sweeps.**  He  was  not  at  all  anxious  to 
take  any  steps  in  the  matter,  as  such  pro- 
ceedings were  always  painful;  but  the  sub- 
ject had  been  so  much  pressed  on  his  at- 
tention, that  he  felt  bound  to  exercise  the 
power  vested  in  him. 

MR.  VERNON'S  GIFT. 

Viscount  MORPETH  brought  up  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Works  of  Art. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  thought  that  some  ac- 
knowledgment of  public  thankfulness  ought 
to  be  offered  to  Mr.  Vernon  for  the  unpar- 
alleled donation  he  had  made  to  the  coun- 
try. He  could  not  allow  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Works  of  Art  to  be  laid  on 
the  table  without  expressing  his  opinion, 
that  an  act  so  unprecedented  as  that  of 
Mr.  Vernon  should  not  pass  without  ac- 
knowledgment. Something  ought  to  be 
done  to  mark  the  publio  gratitude.     If  a 


donation  like  that  were  to  be  allowed  to 
pass  by  in  silence,  he  feared  that  the  publio 
would  not  deserve  to  receive  such  an- 
other. 

.Viscount  MORPETH  assured  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  the  Committee  on  Works  of 
Art  expressed  their  sense  of  the  great  and 
splendid  generosity  exhibited  by  Mr.  Ver- 
non in  the  donation  he  had  made  to  the 
country. 

CEYLON. 

In  reply  to  a  question  from  Mr.  HunE, 

Mr.  ha  WES  stated  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  received  two  despatches 
from  the  Governor  of  Ceylon,  dated  in 
July,  which  stated  that  a  noisy  meeting 
had  taken  place  in  Kandy  on  the  subject 
of  ordinances  recently  issued  by  the  Colo- 
nial Government ;  that  Sir  E.  Tennent, 
the  Colonial  Secretary,  had  been  despatch- 
ed to  Kandy  to  explain  the  ordinances  to 
the  people;  and  that  they  were  perfectly 
satisfied  with  his  explanation.  The  Go- 
vernor, in  a  despatch  of  the  1 2th  of  July, 
stated  that  every  thing  was  quiet.  It  was 
quite  true  the  troops  had  been  ordered  out, 
but  it  was  rather  for  show  than  use,  oa 
account  of  the  police  feeling  some  alarm  ; 
and  the  appearance  of  the  soldiers  had  the 
immediate  effect  of  producing  tranquillity. 
With  regard  to  the  ordinances  in  question, 
he  (Mr.  Hawes)  might  state  that  the  Go- 
vernor had  repealed  a  very  large  portion 
of  the  taxation  of  Ceylon;  he  had  equalised 
the  import  duties,  and  had  reduced  the 
export  duties,  but  he  found  it  necessary 
to  substitute  some  other  taxes.  That 
taxation  was  not,  however,  as  had  been 
stated  in  another  place,  in  the  nature  of  a 
poll-tax.  It  was  a  tax  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  roads,  similar  to  the  old 
statute-labour  in  this  country,  the  inhabi- 
tants of  certain  districts  in  Ceylon  being^ 
required  to  give  six  days*  labour  in  the 
year,  or  to  pay  3s.  in  lieu  of  it.  This  had 
been  explained  by  Sir  E.  Tennent,  and  th* 
people  seemed  to  be  perfectly  satisfied 
with  his  statement.  A  tax  upon  guns  had 
been  imposed  by  the  Governor ;  but  for- 
merly no  one  in  the  island  was  allowed  t6 
carry  a  gun,  and  this  matter  had  also  beoit 
satisfactorily  explained  by  Sir  E.  Tennenl* 

Subject  at  an  end. 

COPPER  AND  LEAD  DUTIES  BILL. 

On  the  question  that  the  Bill  be  read  m 
Third  Time, 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  it  be  read  a  third  time 
that  day  month. 
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The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  word  "now  '*  stand  part  of  the  ques- 
tion:— ^Ayes38;  Noes  25:  Majority  13. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Bernal,  B. 
BlackaU.  S.  W. 
Boyle,  bon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
GallaghaD,  D. 
Clay.  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Duncan,  6. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
£brington,  Yisct. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
GrenfeU,  0.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 

Hobbouse,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Jerrifl,  Sir  J. 


Lascelles,  bon.  W.  S, 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 
Lusbington,  C. 
Matbeson,  Col. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
0*ConneU,  M.J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Sbeil,  rt.  bon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Tenison,  £.  K. 
Thompson,  Col. 
ToUemache,  bon. 
Villiers,  bon.  C. 
Wood,  rt.  bon.  Sir  C, 

TELLERS. 

Tufoell,  H. 
Parker,  J. 


F.J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Beresford,  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
BurrcU.  Sir  0.  M. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Forester,  bon.  G.  C.  W. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Keogh,  W. 
Knox,  Col. 
Lowther,  bon.  Col. 
Morgan,  0. 
MulUngs,  J.  R. 


Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
SotberoB,  T.  H.  S. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wodebouse,  E. 
Wyld,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 


Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

TREATMENT  OF  JOHN  MTTCHEL. 
Lord  G.  BENTINCK  wished  to  put  a 
question  to  the  Home  Secretary,  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  with  respect  to  the 
treatment  of  the  convicted  felon  Mitch  el. 
His  object  in  putting  this  question  was  to 
obtain  a  contradiction  of  certain  reports, 
in  which  he  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  certainly 
did  not  place  any  credit.  Those  reports, 
which  related  to  the  treatment  of  Mitchel 
at  Bermuda,  had  been  so  widely  circulated, 
that  he  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  thought  it  ab- 
solutely necessary,  in  order  to  show  the 
determination  of  the  Government  to  visit 
persons  of  all  stations  who  might  be  con- 
victed of  offences  with  equal  punishment, 
that  some  contradiction  should  be  given 
to  them.  He  had  received  a  letter  on  this 
subject  from  a  person  who  was  connected 
with  the  legal  profession,  and  who  did  not 
wish  his  name  to  be  publicly  mentioned, 
although  he  (Lord  G.  Bentick)  had  stated 


it  in  confidence  to  the  right  hon.  Home 
Secretary.  The  writer  requested  him  to 
ask  whether  Mitchel  had  messed  every  day 
with  the  Lieutenant  commanding  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ship  Scourge,  on  the  voyage  from 
Cork  to  Bermuda  ?  His  informant  said — 
**  It  is  well  kndHFn  here  that  be  did.  It  is  also 
reported  that,  on  taking  leave  of  him,  the  officer 
of  that  steamer  shook  hands  with  him." 

And  the  writer  added,  that  the  lieutenant 
commanding  justified  this  conduct  under  a 
letter  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, ambiguously  worded,  in  which  the 
officer  was  told  to  remember  Mr.  Mitch  el's 
former  position.  The  writer  further  stated 
that  since  Mr.  Mitchel's  arrival  at  Ber- 
muda he  had  a  private  room  on  board  the 
hulk — that  he  had  a  servant,  another  con- 
vict, to  wait  on  him — that  he  wore  his 
ordinary  clothes  instead  of  the  convict 
dress — and  that  he  had  not  been  put  upon 
the  public  works.  A  similar  report  had 
found  its  way  into  the  American  news- 
papers. The  New  York  Herald  of  the 
4th  instant  stated,  with  respect  to  Mitchel, 
that  he  still  wore  his  own  clothes ;  that  he 
was  not  asked  to  work;  that  he  was  treated 
in  every  respect,  consistently  with  his  safe 
keeping,  hke  a  gentleman;  and  that  he 
was  allowed  books,  but  neither  pen  nor 
paper.  In  putting  this  question,  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  he  did  not  believe 
that  any  officer  in  the  Queen's  service 
would  shake  hands  with  a  convicted  felon; 
and  he  felt  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
would  be  able  to  tell  the  House  that  no 
distinction  would  be  made  between  convicts 
of  station  and  education,  and  the  meanest 
convicts  who  might  be  subjected  to  the 
penalties  of  the  law.  He  begged  to  add 
that,  far  from  crediting  the  statement  that 
Lord  Clarendon  had  written  a  letter  di- 
recting that  Mitchel  should  be  treated  in 
a  different  manner  from  other  convicts,  he 
believed  that  that  noble  Lord  was  actuated 
by  a  determination  to  carry  out  the  law 
rigidly  and  justly. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  that  a  question 
similar  in  purport  to  that  asked  by  the 
noble  Lord,  had  been  put  to  him  some  time 
since  by  another  hon.  Member;  and  the 
answer  he  had  now  to  give  to  the  noble 
Lord's  question,  would  be  substantially  the 
same  as  he  had  before  given.  On  that 
occasion,  the  hon.  Member  placed  in  his 
hands  copies  of  the  information  which  had 
reached  him  on  the  subject.  He  communi- 
cated with  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Admiralty,  who  stated  that  he  had  not 
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received  any  corroborntioa  of  tliat  inform  a- 
tioiu  Ho  stated  at  that  time  that  Mitchel 
was  retooveti  from  Cork  to  Bermuda  al- 
most immediately  after  his  convietion,  not 
in  an  ordinary  convict  ship — hecauso  there 
would  have  been  considerahle  delay  heforo 
luch  a  ship  was  ready — but  that,  in  order 
to  show  the  determin^ition  of  I  lie  Govern- 
ment to  carry  the  law  into  effect,  he  was 
placed  on  l>oard  a  war  steamer,  the 
tScoufffe,  wliich  was  about  to  proceed  to 
Bermuda,  He  might  here  state,  that  the 
/Scourge  was  not  commanded  by  a  lieuten- 
ant,  but  by  a  commander- — -Commander 
Win  grove,  who  was  an  otHeer  of  consider- 
able standing  in  the  service.  Commander 
WingrovG  received  his  instructions  as  to 
the  treatment  of  Mitcliel,  not  from  tlic 
Lord  Lieutenant,  who  had  no  power  to 
give  such  orders,  but  under  an  Admiralty 
letter,  an  extract  from  which  he  had  before 
re^d.  It  was  indeed  necessary  that  such 
instructions  should  bo  addressed  to  the 
commander,  because  the  conveyance  of 
coiivicts  was  not  any  part  of  the  service 
of  men-of-war*  Commander  Wingrovc 
was  instructed  that  while  any  posaibility  of 
the  prisoner's  escape  existed,  every  pre- 
caution should  be  taken  for  his  safe  cus- 
tody, but  that  while  at  sea  lie  should  l>e 
allowed  such  induce  nee  in  the  way  of  ex- 
ercise and  food  as  the  state  of  his  health, 
which  was  represented  to  be  delicate, 
might  render  necessary.  The  officer  was 
also  directed  to  proviso  a  enbin  for  the 
prisoner's  reception,  iu  which  he  was  to 
take  his  meals »  and  at  the  door  of  which  a 
sentry  was  to  be  placed.  Ue  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  had  received  no  information  to  lead 
him  to  suppose  that  the  accounts  which 
had  been  given  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
could  he  correct;  and,  in  the  absence  of 
any  information  on  the  subject,  and  remem- 
bering also  the  mis-statements  which  had 
been  circulated  with  regard  to  the  prison- 
er's treatment  on  hoard  the  S'kearwat€}\ 
on  his  passage  from  Dublin  to  Cork»  he 
must  express  his  behef  that  the  statements 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord  were  un- 
founded. With  respect  to  the  representa- 
tions which  had  been  made  as  to  Mitchers 
treatment  ul  Bermuda,  the  best  answer  he 
could  give  would  be  to  read  some  extracts 
from  tiie  despatches  of  Governor  Elliot. 
In  a  letter  addressed  to  Earl  Grey,  and 
dated  the  22ud  of  June,  Governor  Elliot 
stftted — 

'  In  reply  to  your  Lordship's  separate  despatch 


mmh  out  in  prccisoly  tlio  i^amo  foi-m  at  in  the 
cftso  of  other  convk'ts,]  "  I  have  the  honour  tore- 
port,  that  Her  Mnjcsty'a  sloop  Seotirpa  arrived 
here  on  the  20th  inst.  After  ascertaiaiDg^  firom 
Lord  Diindonahi  whea  it  would  be  convenient  to 
hand  over  the  prisoner  John  Mitchel,  1  ordered 
him  to  ha  received  hy  Mr.  J,  K.  Kirkham,  over* 
seer  of  the  Drtymrdarij,  and  ho  vra^  accordingly  re- 
nioved  to  that  hulk  last  evening  at  four  o'elock. 
Dr.  Mall,  the  medical  Buperintendeat  of  the  con* 
vict  eBtuhlishment,  waited  upon  ma  this  morning, 
and  i-h;*;  Oram  ended  that  this  prisoner  sfiould  not 
lie  sent  out  to  the  works  till  it  could  be  judged 
how  far  occupation  of  tliat  nature  might  ho  com- 
patible with  his  health  and  strength,  reported  to 
be  conBtitutionnlly  weak/" 

On  the  4th  of  July,  Governor  Elliot  ad- 
dressed another  letter  to  Earl  Grey,  in 
whieh  he  eaid — 

*'  The  medical  superintendent  has  stated  U  to 
bo  his  opinion  that  the  prisoner.  John  Mit^hel, 
has  a  ebronie  affection  of  the  lunfs,  and,  aoting 
nuder  his  advico,,  i  have  caused  Mitchel  to  bo 
removed  to  thg  TtiKdos  hospital  iship.** 

This  letter  enclosed  tho  following  commu* 
nication  from  Dr.  Hall  to  tlio  Governor, 
and  upon  whieh  Governor  Elliot  acted; — 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  suhmit  to  your  Excel- 
lency Bomo  observations  that  haTo  pres/ented 
themiselves  to  my  notice  in  the  medical  inirpeotioa 
whieh  I  have  made  to-day  on  board  tho  hulks  in 
tho  Cbainhcr.  According  to  the  regulations  of 
the  8ervie*»^  my  attention  was  directed  to  the 
Bt^te  of  health  of  a  r«*ccntly  arrived  prisoner, 
nanied  John  Mitehel,  now  on  Iwoard  the  Drmm^ 
dun/  hulk  ;  and,  from  his  bodily  appearance,  and 
the  information  afforded  hy  a  medical  certificate, 
1  have  been  led  to  bring  untler  your  Excellency's 
notice  my  opituoii  that  the  said  John  Mltchcl  hui 
a  chronic  affection  of  his  lungs  and  a  physioal 
condition  of  body,  which  renders  liim  very  ineffi- 
eicnt  for  hard  labour  on  the  puhUc  works.  Al- 
though he  ia  not  now  on  the  sick  list,  yet  it  is 
very  probable  he  soon  will  be,  I  beg  leave,  there- 
fore, to  submit  to  your  consideration  whether  he 
might  not  be  usefully  employed  among  the 
convalescents  in  the  ward  for  sick  officers  in  thi« 
hospital/* 

He  apprehended  the  itveaning  of  this  was 
that  Mitchel  would  bo  employed  in  the 
same  way  as  the  other  convict  servants  in 
the  ho.=ipital-ship,  and  that  sneh  work 
would  be  assigned  to  him  as  waB  performed 
by  convalescents.  He  might  state  that, 
since  tbis  correspondence  was  received,  he 
had  heard  that  Mitchel  had  been  removed 
to  another  hulk.  The  only  statement  the 
noble  Lord  had  made  for  which  there  ap» 
poarcd  to  be  any  foundation  was  that  Mit- 
ehel had  not  been  employed  on  public 
works;  and  this  was  in  consequence  of  the 
recommendation  of  Dr  Hall*  lie  had  no 
informntion  with  regard  to  the  prisoner's 

r  .u     on  I      f  \<     "  r  11    *  **   1    *%      dreas.     Indeed,  he  had  read  to  the  House 

of  the   20th   of  Mny,      fwhieh   trnnamitted    the       n    ^i       •    r  *'        u  .^J   -.«    aL- 

■     ..'''•    ^^-  aiidr'^l  ^^^^  information  he  possesaed  on   the 


wArrant  authorising  the  Governor  to  i-eeeivo 
detain  John   Mitchel^  and   wliich   warrant   was 
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THE  DANUBIAN  PRINCIPALITIES. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  inquired 
whether  the  Russian  troops  were  not  still 
in  Moldavia;  whether  the  noble  Lord  the 
Foreign  Secretary  had  had  any  communi- 
cation from  Russia  upon  this  subject;  and 
whether  the  troops  were  likely  to  be 
speedily  withdrawn  ? 

VwcouNT  PALMERSTON :  These 
Russian  troops  entered  Moldavia,  some 
time  ago,  at  the  request  of  the  Hospodar, 
and  without  an}'  orders  from  the  Cabinet 
of  St.  Petersburgh.  I  believe,  in  fact, 
that  when  it  was  made  known  at  Constan- 
tinople, the  Russian  Minister  there  sent  a 
communication  to  the  general,  that  a  com- 
missary was  going  to  those  provinces,  and 
that  therefore  their  presence  was  not 
wanted,  and  that  upon  that  they  were 
going  to  withdraw.  Since  that,  I  believe, 
orders  have  been  received  from  St.  Peters- 
burgh that  they  should  remain  till  further 
instructions.  The  corps  is  not  large,  but 
it  does  remain  there.  I  have  had  recent 
communications  from  St.  Petersburgh, 
stating  that  the  purpose  for  which  it  is 
there  is  the  maintenance  or  re-establish- 
ment of  order,  that  its  stay  is  only  tempo- 
rary, and  that  it  will  be  withdrawn  when  the 
occasion  has  ceased;  of  course,  no  definite 
period  was  stated,  but  it  was  avowed  to  be 
only  a  temporary  occupation.  Russia  has 
certain  relations  with  those  principles  as  a 
protecting  Power,  by  virtue  of  treaties; 
and  therefore  it  is  not  entirely  a  case  of 
the  entrance  of  the  troops  of  one  Govern- 
ment into  the  country  of  another  with 
which  it  has  no  concern.  The  entry  is  on 
the  authority  of  the  Hospodar,  and  there 
is  no  disposition  for  the  acquisition  of  ter- 
ritory. 

THE  CHELTENHAM  ELECTION 
COMMITTEE. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  do  now 
Hdjourn, 

Mu.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said: 
Sir,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  address  to  the 
House  a  few  observations  on  a  matter  af- 
fecting in  an  important  degree  my  own 
character,  and  that  of  every  other  Member 
of  the  House  who  was  associated  with  me 
in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  imposed  on 
lis  by  our  being  selected  to  try  the  merits 
of  the  petition  presented  against  the  late 
return  for  the  borough  of  Cheltenham. 
This  a  matter  which  concerns  not  myself 
only,  and  those  Gentlemen,  but  it  concerns 
also   the  dignity   and  character  of    this 


House,  because  an  impediment  has  been 
offered  to  the  due  discharge  of  those  diflS- 
cult,  and  delicate,  and  laborious  functions 
which  are  intrusted  to  Committees  who 
have  to  decide  on  the  validity  of  the  elec- 
tions of  Members  of  the  House.  I  am 
sure  that  when  I  first  heard  of  my  appoint- 
ment on  the  Committee,  I  was  fully  aware 
that  I  had  been  appointed  to  discharge  a 
very  disagreeable  duty,  and  one  which 
might  become  infinitely  more  disagreeable, 
if  the  consequence  of  the  investigation 
should  be  that  we  should  feel  it  necessary 
to  declare  the  seat  to  be  vacant.  I  confess, 
however,  that  I  was  not  prepared  to  find 
that,  after  honestly  and  conscientiously 
discharging  the  duties  imposed  upon  me 
by  the  House  and  by  the  law,  and  which 
I  had  sworn  at  the  table  faithfully  to  per- 
form, I  should  be  assailed  with  scurrilous, 
venomous,  foul-mouthed,  personal  calumny 
by  the  Gentleman  who  was  unseated  by  the 
decision  of  that  Committee ;  a  Gentleman 
to  whom  I  was  a  total  stranger,  to  whom  I 
bore  no  personal  ill  will,  and  no  ill  will  on 
public  and  political  grounds ;  and  towards 
whom  I  had  no  other  feeling  than  a  desire 
to  render  him  justice  in  the  execution  of  the 
duty  assigned  to  me.  I  have  received  infor- 
mation from  several  parties,  to  whom  I  b«g 
to  tender  my  best  thanks,  that  a  speech 
was  delivered  by  Mr.  Craven  Berkeley,  at 
Cheltenham,  on  Monday  last,  which  was 
published  in  the  Cheltenham  Examiner  of 
Wednesday.  That  gentleman  is  reported 
to  have  addressed  a  meeting  of  the  electors 
of  Cheltenham,  and  to  have  referred  to  the 
Members  of  the  Election  Committee  in  the 
following  terms.     He  said — 

"  Gentlemen,  when  Mr.  James,  my  counsel,  and 
myself,  saw  the  constitution  of  the  tribimal  before 
which  my  cause  was  to  be  tried,  we  viewed  the 
result  of  their  decision  with  serious  apprehension 
and  alarm.  I  will  tell  you  how  that  Committee 
was  constituted  ;  and  now,  gentlemen  of  the  press, 
take  my  words  down  and  report  them  correctly, 
for  I  intend  my  opinion  of  that  Committee  to 
go  cast,  and  west,  and  north,  and  south." 

Now,  really  I  am  sorry  to  read  the  words 
which  follow — not  for  the  sake  of  Sir  W, 
Clay,  because  it  was  impossible  for  any 
man  to  exhibit  more  ability,  more  courtesy^ 
more  candour,  more  moderation  and  jus- 
tice, or  a  greater  consideration  for  all  par- 
tics  concerned,  than  were  displayed  by  Sir 
W.  Clay  as  the  Chairman  of  that  Com- 
mittee. And  yet,  because  the  Committee 
came  to  a  decision  adverse  to  Mr.  C.  Ber- 
keley's wishes,  he  speaks  of  Sir  W.  Clay 
in  these  disgraceful  terms : — 
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**  Now,  the  Gentleman  selected  as  Chairman  of 
that  Committee  was  Sir  William  Clay,  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets — an  empty-headed 
coxcombical  fop,  possessing  that  which  no  other 
person  possesses  of  him — ^the  very  best  opinion  of 
himself — a  man,  to  use  a  coomion  expression, 
who,  for  any  one  to  buy  at  his  own  valuation,  and 
sell  at  his  intrinsic  worth,  the  purchaser  would  be 
very  much  the  loser." 

No  Gentleman  would  think  this  worth 
noticing ;  it  refutes  itself.  I  now  come  to 
what  is  said  of  myself : — 

**  The  next  Gentleman  upon  that  Committee 
was  Mr.  Roundcll  Palmer,  the  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth, a  Puseyite  lawyer,  who  has  bolstered  up 
his  somewhat  questionable  reputation  by  means  of 
one  or  two  lucky  hits  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
He  is  perfectly  ignorant  of  the  law  of  evidence, 
and  perfectly  ignorant  of  the  common  law  of  the 
land,  and  of  the  practice  of  the  ordinary  tribimals 
of  justice  in  this  country." 

Now,  if  this  gentleman  had  stopped  there, 
I  should  not  have  noticed  his  ohservations, 
because  I  should  have  felt  that  it  was  quite 
unnecessary  for  me  to  come  here  and  make 
any  answer  to  such  an  attack.  But  what 
he  goes  on  to  say  is  this  : — 

**  Now,  Gentlemen,  I  contend  that  a  Parlia- 
mentary Committee  once  formed,  becomes  a  judi- 
cial tribunal,  and  that  it  is  bound  to  decide  on 
such  evidence,  and  such  alone,  as  would  bo  ad- 
mitted in  a  court  of  common  law.  Did  the  Com- 
mhtee  act  upon  that  fair  and  honourable  prin- 
ciple ?  Why,  if  this  petition  had  been  brought  be- 
fore any  jury  of  twelve  honest  Englishmen,  chosen 
from  any  county  in  the  empire,  I  don't  care  where, 
they  would  never  have  left  tlie  box  to  consider 
their  verdict,  which  must  have  been  an  unanimous 
verdict  in  my  favour." 

Certainly,  if  that  were  so,  we  were  very 
unfortunate,  because  the  vote  of  the  Com- 
mittee against  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
unanimous;  that  Committee  being  com- 
posed of  Members  entertaining  different 
political  opinions,  and  the  majority,  I  be- 
lieve, consisting  of  Members  holding  the 
same  political  opinions  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. But  now  comes  the  passage  to  which 
I  wish  particularly  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House : — 

"  I  will  now  return  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee.  I  have  disposed  of  two  of  them,  and 
I  appeal  to  you  whether  I  have  not  fairly,  and 
justly,  and  honestly,  disposed  of  them.  And  here 
I  am  reminded  that  one  of  these  Gentlemen  (Mr. 
Iloundell  Palmer)  committed  during  this  investi- 
gation one  of  the  most  indecent  acts  which  it  was 
possible  for  a  man  in  his  situation  to  be  guilty  of. 
Mr.  Roundell  Palmer  was  in  frequent  conversa- 
tion and  colloquy  with  the  counsel  and  agents  for 
the  petitioners  during  the  hearing  of  the  case.  I 
ask  you,  if  any  man  were  being  tried  for  an  offence 
at  Gloucester,  wliat  would  the  country  say,  if 
during  the  hearing  of  the  case  any  of  tlie  jurymen 
were  to  be  seen  in  consultation  with  the  counsel 


for  the  prosecution  ?  Yet  that  was  what  wis  done 
by  Mr.  Palmer  during  the  inquiry.  He  was  seen 
near  Howard's  robing-rooms,  next  door  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  where,  no  doubt,  he  had  been 
closeted  with  the  counsel  for  the  petitioners." 

That  I  meet  with  the  most  distinct  and 
deliberate  contradiction.  I  never  spoke 
one  word  to  any  one  of  the  agents  concern- 
ed on  either  side.  With  the  coansel  I  was 
personally  and  professionally  acquainted, 
and  of  course  if  I  met  them  I  spoke  to 
them  as  friends.  But  if  I  made  any  ob- 
servations to  them  in  the  progress  of  the 
case,  I  most  carefully  guarded  myself  from 
saying  anything  which  could  guide  them 
as  to  what  was  going  on  in  the  delibera- 
tions of  the  Committee.  I  never  said  one 
word  to  them  which  did  not  relate  to  unim- 
portant topics;  and,  as  to  being  closeted 
with  the  counsel  for  the  petitioners^  I  de- 
clare that  a  more  unfounded  calumny  never 
came  from  the  mouth  of  man.  In  the 
same  way,  it  might  be  said  of  me  that  I 
was  closeted  with  Mr.  Craven  Berkeley, 
because  that  Gentleman  did  me  the  honour 
to  address  to  me  some  conversation  upon 
what  was  going  on,  which  he  might  have 
done  with  great  propriety.  I  repeat,  there- 
fore, that  a  more  ungenerous,  a  more  un- 
just, or  a  more  unfounded  charge  never 
was  made  against  any  man.  Mr.  Berkeley 
goes  on  to  say  : — 

"  Now,  Gentlemen,  the  third  Member  of  the 
Committee  is  Captain  Harris,  the  Member  for 
Christchurch,  and  brother  to  Lord  Malmesbuiy. 
He  is  a  Tory  of  the  old  school,  and  he  went  to  tluki 
Committee  with  his  mind  made  up,  and  perfeetlj 
convinced  that  it  was  his  conscientious  duty  to 
unseat  the  Liberal  Member.  The  two  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  are  very  estimable  and 
amiable  men  in  private  life ;  but  I  assert  that 
they  are  both  totally  unfit  to  sit  upon  a  legal  tri- 
bunal. Whatever  Mr.  Roundell  Palmer  said,  Bfr* 
Ogle  and  Mr.  Thicknesse  immediately  assented 
to." 

Now  that,  I  believe,  is  all  that  I  need  no- 
tice. To  be  sure,  one  Gentleman  at  the 
meeting  was  pleased  to  play  upon  my  name, 
and  to  call  mo  **  Mr.  Scoundrel  Palmer;" 
but  he  was  not  a  former  Member  of  ibis 
House,  and  his  observations  may  be  passed 
over  without  further  remark.  ProlM^blj  I 
might  be  justified  in  founding  some  MotioQ 
upon  the  statements  which  I  have  read  to 
the  House,  or  in  bringing  the  matter  for- 
ward as  abroach  of  privilege;  but  I  do  nel 
think  it  worth  while.  I  trust  that  the 
House  will  not  think  it  necessary  to  call 
for  this  mode  of  vindication,  and  that  the 
characters  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
been  assailed  will  be  thought  to  afford  * 
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sufficient  refutation  of  the  charge.  I  must 
say,  I  never  heard  a  clearer  case  than  Mr. 
Craven  Berkeley's;  and  the  decisions  of 
the  Committee  were  unanimous,  except 
upon  the  last  point  which  came  before 
them.  Mr.  Gardner,  the  Conservative  can- 
didate, had  given  a  notice  in  general  terms, 
respecting  acts  of  bribery  which  had  been 
committed  during  the  election;  and  he 
claimed  the  seat  on  tbe  ground  that  Mr. 
Berkeley  had  been  disqualified,  though  he 
(Mr.  Gardner)  was  in  a  considerable  mino- 
rity. The  question  was  one  of  much  nicety, 
and  we  divided  upon  it  in  the  proportion  of 
two  to  three;  and  if  I  had  thought  fit  to 
concur  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  who  is  opposed 
to  me  in  politics,  and  by  another  Member 
of  it,  who  agrees  with  him,  Mr.  Gardner 
would  now  have  been  the  sitting  Member 
for  Cheltenham.  After  what  I  have  said, 
I  hope  the  House  will  excuse  me  from 
taking  any  further  notice  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  quite  agreed  with 
the  observation  which  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  that  unless  this 
very  unjust  accusation  had  been  made 
against  the  constitution  of  the  tribunal  ap- 
pointed for  the  trial  of  the  petition,  it  would 
not  have  been  worth  his  while  to  bring  the 
matter  forward.  He  regretted  exceedingly 
that  a  gentleman,  who  was  formerly  a 
Member  of  that  House,  should,  in  the  ex- 
citement of  an  election,  have  indulged  in 
the  unjustifiable  language  which  he  was 
reported  to  have  uttered.  It  was  a  most 
unfair  thing  to  cast  an  imputation  upon 
any  Gentleman  for  speaking  as  a  friend  to 
gentlemen  with  whom  he  had  a  professional 
acquaintance.  He  was  not  a  member  of 
the  bar,  but  he  was  acquainted  with  many 
of  the  Parliamentary  counsel,  and  he 
should  think  it  very  hard  if  he  were  ac- 
cused of  a  want  of  impartiality  because  he 
had  exchanged  a  word  with  Mr.  Serjeant 
Wrangham  or  with  Mr.  Serjeant  King- 
lake 

Loud  G.  BENTINCK  :  I  think  I  should 
bo  wanting  in  duty  to  the  House,  if  I  did 
not  rise  to  express  ray  indignation  at  the 
outrage  which  has  been  committed  against 
the  five  honourable  men  who  were  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  Committee.  I  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  representing  the  Go- 
vernment, will  also  express  the  indignation 
which  is  universally  felt  by  us  that  a  gen- 
tleman, once  a  Member  of  this  House, 
should  have  dared  to  make  such  an  attack 
as  this  on  Gentlemen  acting  judicially  in 
their  office  of  Members  of  an  Election 


Committee.  I  leaiTi  from  you.  Sir,  that 
technically  this  is  no  breach  of  privilege, 
because  an  Election  Committee  is  appoint- 
ed by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  by  that 
Act  is  directed  to  bo  constituted  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  But,  if  this  had  been 
a  Select  Committee,  acting  by  the  order 
and  appointment  of  the  House  exclusively 
— if  such  a  charge  had  been  made  against 
it,  I  apprehend  it  woxild  have  been  such  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House  that 
we  could  not  have  abstained  from  calling 
any  gentleman  who  had  been  guilty  of  it 
to  the  bar.  But,  what  is  the  case  here  ? 
An  Election  Committee,  with  three  out  of 
its  five  Members  who  were  the  political 
friends  of  the  gentleman  whe  has  now 
dared  to  impugn  their  conduct,  has  been 
charged  by  him  with  partiality,  corruption, 
and  injustice.  And  then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth, whose  legal  reputation  is  known  to 
all  the  empire  and  to  all  the  world,  is  se- 
lected, above  all,  as  a  person  supposed  to 
be  ignorant  of  law;  when  it  turns  out  that 
he  was  the  very  Member  to  whose  influ- 
ence— an  influence  just  on  account  of  his 
legal  reputation — it  was  owing  that  the 
claimant  of  the  seat,  who  was  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  own  party,  was  pre- 
vented from  obtaining  it.  I  could  not  re- 
sist rising  and  expressing  my  feelings  of 
indignation  against  such  a  charge. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  feel  no 
difficulty  in  expressing  my  deep  regret,  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  late  Member  for  Chel- 
tenham should  have  been  led  away  by  the 
irritation  of  the  moment,  to  express  him- 
self in  terms  so  unbecoming  and  undeserved 
of  ^\Q  Gentlemen  who  were  acting  in  the 
performance  of  their  duty,  and  under  the 
obligations  of  an  oath,  because  they  have 
come  to  a  decision  which  is  in  accordance 
with  strict  justice.  I  am  sure,  however, 
that  the  Members  who  have  been  so  un- 
justly attacked  must  feel  too  strong  in 
their  own  personal  character,  and  the  re- 
spect which  that  character  inspires,  not 
only  in  this  House,  but  elsewhere,  to  suffer 
in  any  degree  from  the  unfounded  asper- 
sions which,  in  an  unfortunate  moment, 
my  hon.  Friend  was  led  to  cast  upon  their 
character  nnd  conduct.  I  think  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  quite  right 
in  giving  a  contradiction  to  the  statement 
which  he  brought  forward;  and  I  am  sure 
that  he  will  be  satisfied  with  the  explana- 
tion which  he  has  afforded  the  House.  I 
doubt  not  that  my  hon.  Friend,  whose 
speech  has  been  the  subject  of  this  discus- 
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sion,  will,  in  a  calmer  moment,  regret  hav- 
ing uttered  it.* 

House     adjourned     at    half-past    Five 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Saturday,  September  2, 1 848. 

MwuTBS.]    Public  Bills.— 2o  Copper  and  Lead  Dutiei. 

Reporttd, — Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation) ;  Slave 
Trade  (Muscat):  Exchequer  Bills;  Taxing  Masters, 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland) ;  West  India  Colonies  and 
Mauritius;    Savings  Banks  (Ireland). 

y  and  passed: — Slave  Trade  (Equator);  Drainage  Certi- 
ficates; Lock>up  Houses;  Spirits  (Dealers  in);  British 
Spiriu  Warehousing;  Distilling  (torn  Sugar;  Postage 
on  Newspapers  (Channel  Islands) ;  Post  Horses  Licenses, 
&c 

COPPER  AND  LEAD  DUTIES  BILL. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  BiH. 

The  Earl  of  DESART  said,  that  he 
considered  his  noble  Friend  had  been  per- 
fectly justified  in  the  course  which  he  yes- 
terday took  with  respect  to  the  measure 
then  before  their  Lordships.  It  was  fitting 
that  such  a  Bill  should  have  been  op- 
posed on  its  first  reading,  and  he  should 
now  oppose  it  on  the  second  reading. 
There  was  no  reason  whatever  why  a  Bill 
of  that  kind  should  be  hurried  through  the 
House  of  Lords  at  such  an  advanced  period 
of  the  Session.  It  was  a  Bill,  as  they  all 
knew,  the  object  of  which  was  to  extend 
the  experiment  of  free  trade;  now,  as  that 
experiment  had  not  been  by  any  means 
successful,  he  did  think  that  Parb'ament 
ought  to  resist  its  extension  until  the 
duration  of  its  period  of  trial  had  been 
somewhat  prolonged.  No  one  could  deny 
that  the  Bill  then  under  consideration  was 
part  of  the  systematic  attack  that  had 
been  for  some  time  in  progress  against  the 
commerce  and  the  agriculture  of  this  coun- 
try, and  which  had  grievously  injured  both. 
Ministers  were  now  resolved  to  attack  the 
mining  interest,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Ilouse  of  Lords  would  make  some  effort 
to  put  an  end  to  this  rash  and  undignified 
course  of  legislation.  He  should  certainly 
vote  against  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  trust- 
ed  that  the  noble  Lord  was  not  present  when 
it  was  arranged  that  no  opposition  should 
that  day  be  oft'ered  to  the  progress  of  the 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties  Bill.     It  must  be 

•  It  seems  proper  to  mention  that  Mr.  Craven 
Berkeley  addressed  letters  of  apology  to  Mr. 
RoundcU  Palmer  and  Sir  William  Clay,  wliich 
were  published  and  accepted  by  those  Gentlemen 
as  full  satiflfiiction  for  the  offence  complained  of. 


recollected  by  almost  every  one  ;j|hien  in 
the  House  that,  when  it  was  asked  whe- 
ther there  was  any  intention  on  the  part 
of  noble  Lords  opposite  to  renew  their  op- 
position to  the  Bill  on  this  its  second  read- 
ing, the  noble  Lord  who  took  a  lead  in 
the  opposition  replied  that,  for  his  part,  he 
should  be  100  miles  off  at  twelve  o'clock 
that  day ;  and  the  perfect  silence  of  all 
other  Peers  entitled  Ministers  to  conclude 
that  all  opposition  to  the  measure  was  at 
an  end.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  took  an 
opportunity  well  suited  to  the  value  of  his 
arguments,  and  showed  his  own  estimate 
of  that  value  by  bringing  them  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  at  such  a  time  and 
under  such  circumstances  as  he  had  ad- 
dressed the  House. 

The  Earl  of  FALMOUTH  contended 
that  the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  fully  justified  the  opposition 
of  his  noble  Friend.  He  thought  the  House 
had  great  reason  to  complain  that  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  should  have  been  brought  before 
them  at  such  a  period  of  the  Session  as 
the  present. 

Earl  GREY  repeated  tho  statement, 
that  there  had  been  an  understanding  not 
to  debate  tho  Bill  that  day.  As  to  the 
delay  of  the  Bill  in  the  other  House,  that 
was  entirely  owing  to  those  who  opposed 
it.  More  than  once  the  stages  of  it  had 
been  postponed  for  the  accommodation  of 
hon.  Members  who  were  adverse  to  the 
Bill. 

Lord  WYNFORD  complained  that  the 
Bill  had  been  brought  up  to  that  House. 
too  late.  He  had  been  no  party  to  any 
such  arrangement  as  that  to  which  noble 
Lords  opposite  had  referred. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  had  been 
fully  agreed  that  the  discussion  was  ta  be 
taken  on  the  first,  and  not  upon  the  second 
I  reading. 

The  Earl  of  DESART  stated  that,  if 
he  had  known  of  any  such  arrangement  he 
should  not  have  troubled  the  House  with 
any  observations  on  the  subject. 

Bill  read  2». 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  September  4,  1848. 

MfNUTBS.]  Public  Bills.— 3*  and  pawed  »—S»Tlgp 
Banks  (Ireland) ;  Copper  and  Lead  Duties ;  SlaTe  Tradi 
(Muscat):  Exchequer  Bills;  West  India  Coioniea  and 
Mauritius;  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)!  Tn- 
ing  Masters,  Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland), 
Received  the  Royul  ^Mm/.— Sugar  Duties;  Diplomttie 
Relations,  Court  of  Rome;    Postage  on  VtmwgafmB 
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(Ctaumd  IsU|nd»)i  Foil  ByUM  Lloensei,  &e. ;  Spirit! 
(DMkit  In);  BHUth  Splliii  Wardiouiing;  Distilling 
fromdagtr;  Slave  Trade  (Equator);  Nuiunces  and 
CaamgioMa  Ditcaict ;  Controverted  Elections  ;  Battersea 
Park«  dte.1  Royal  Military  Asylum;  Poor  Removal 
(N0.S);  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  S) ;  Poor  Law 
Audttxm  Proceedings  Restriction;  Millbank  Prison; 
Cwni'yp*^  Indosure  Act  Amendment :  Commons  Indosure 
(NO.S);  Sheep  and  Cattle  ImporUtion  Prohibition; 
Sheep  and  Cattle  Contagious  Disorders  Prevention; 
Drainage  Certificates;  Lock-up  Houses;  Transfer  of 
Landed  Property  (Ireland) ;  Labouring  Poor  (Ireland) ; 
Dublin  Police;  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Institution 
(Ireland). 
FBTfTioNa  PmniNTBD.  From  the  Parish  of  St.  Leonard, 
Shoreditch,  for  the  Establishment  of  Sanitary  Measures  in 
cadi  Parish  in  the  Metropolis.— From  the  Mayor  and 
Corporation  of  Cork,  for  a  Reconstruction  of  the  Munici- 
pal Law  of  Ireland. 

CITY  OF  LONDON  SEWERS  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  this  Bill  he  read  a 
Third  Time, 

The  Earl  of  RADNOR  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  a  clause,  the  object  of  which  was 
to  limit  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  two 
years. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
opposed  the  Amendment. 

Their  Lordships  divided  :  —  For  the 
Amendment  4;  Against  it  5  :  Majority  1. 

The  Bill  read  3*  and  passed. 

COPPER  AND  LEAD  DUTIES  BILL. 

Bill  read  3*  according  to  order. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Bill  do  pass, 

The  Earl  of  DESART  said,  he  wished 
to  remove  a  misconception  that  prevailed, 
that,  in  consequence  of  what  had  been 
stated  on  Friday  night  by  Lord  Redesdale, 
no  further  opposition  woidd  be  given  to  the 
Bill.  He  would  be  no  party  to  any  such 
understanding.  The  Bill  had  passed  with 
inconsiderate  haste  through  the  Commons, 
and  he  must  still  assert  his  right  to  oppose 
it  in  every  stage.  To  show  that  the  noble 
Lord  .(Lord  Redesdale)  merely  spoke  for 
himself  when  he  said  he  would  give  no 
further  opposition  to  the  Bill,  he  (the  Earl 
of  Desart)  would  read  an  extract  of  a 
letter  received  from  that  Nobleman  on  the 
subject : — 

"  I  will  state  to  you  exactly  all  ^hat  passed  be- 
tween Lord  Lansdowne  and  myself  on  Friday 
evening,  as  to  further  opposition  to  the  Copper 
and  Lead  Duties  Bill.  Just  before  the  House 
adjourned,  he  .asked  me,  across  the  table,  whether 
I  intended  to  oppose  the  further  stages  of  the 
measure,  as  it  was  important  that  they  should 
know  ;  my  reply  was,  *  I  can  only  answer  for  my- 
self that  I  hope  to  bo  many  miles  from  this  place 
by  twelve  o'clock  to-morrow.'  I  was  not  in  a 
position  to  answer  for  others,  especially  for  Lord 
Falmouth,  and  those  personally  interested  in  the 
change  of  duties  ;  nor  had  I  had  that  communica- 
tion with  them  as  to  their  wishes  and  intentions 
which  would  have  justified  me  in  saying  anything 

VOL.  CI.    {J5£} 


that  would  have  the  effect  of  tying  up  their  hands. 
On  Thursday  evening,  when  I  told  Lord  Lans- 
downe  and  Lord  Granyille  that  I  intended  to  op> 
pose  the  Bill  on  the  first  reading,  I  said  that  I 
did  so,  not  only  as  objecting  to  the  measure,  but 
to  mark  my  opinion  of  the  conduct  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  our  House  in  sending  up  a  Bill 
of  such  importance,  which  they  had  before  them 
in  May,  and  might,  therefore,  have  passed  months 
earlier.  Lord  Lansdowne  said  that  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  him  to  take  the  debate,  as  I 
proposed,  on  Friday  than  on  Saturday;  but  not  a 
word  was  said  about  the  opposition  ending  with 
the  first  debate." 

He  (the  Earl  of  Desart)  felt  it  his  duty  to 
oppose,  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
the  further  progress  of  the  Bill. 

After  a  few  words  in  explanation  from 
the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 

Lord  MOUNTCASHEL  said,  he  felt  it 
his  duty,  not  only  to  oppose  this  mischiev- 
ous Bill,  but  to  give  it  every  obstruction  in 
his  power. 

Their  Lordships  then  divided  on  ques- 
tion that  the  Bill  do  pass : — Content  25  ; 
Not-Content  11 :  Majority  1,4. 

Bill  passed. 

EXCHEQUER  BILLS  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  read  3*, 
Lord  MONTEAGLE  said :  I  trust  I 
may  stand  excused  if  I  presume  to  call  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  this  Bill,  respect- 
ing which  no  explanation  has  been  hitherto 
offered  by  the  government,  nor  has  there 
indeed  been  one  word  spoken  in  this  House. 
It  is  nevertheless  "hj  far  the  most  impor- 
tant financial  measure  of  the  Session;  and 
no  less  from  my  conviction  of  the  conse- 
quences to  which  it  may  lead,  and  the 
dangerous  inferences  it  may  suggest,  if  un- 
explained, than  from  the  public  offices  I  have 
filled,  and  the  public  duties  I  am  still  called 
on  to  perform,  do  I  feel  myself  under  the 
obligation  of  addressing  your  Lordships  for 
a  short  time.  This  Bill  practically  sanc- 
tions an  addition  of  two  millions  to  the  pub- 
lic debt,  to  be  contracted  in  time  of  peace. 
It  does  so,  likewise,  without  the  motive  or 
justification  of  any  new  or  more  extended 
works  for  our  national  defence,  or  any  in- 
crease of  our  military  or  naval  force  or  esta- 
blishments. On  the  contrary,  those  precau- 
tionary measures,  which  at  the  opening  of 
the  Session  were  considered  to  be  indispen- 
sable, which  were  recommended  from  the 
Throne,  and  which  were  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment by  responsible  Ministers  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  the  shape  of  increased  esti- 
mates, have  since  been  abandoned  and  with- 
drawn. The  votes  in  supply  have  been  re- 
duced by  a  sum  of  between  800,000^.  and 
2C 
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900,000?. ,  and  yet  we  find  ourselves  compell- 
ed to  borrow  2,000,000/.  in  a  time  of  peace, 
in  order  to  bring  even  to  some  plausible  ba- 
lance our  income  and  our  expenditure.  Sure- 
ly it  behoves  us,  under  such  circumstances, 
to  pause  and  inquire  into  the  causes  which 
produce  so  unsatisfactory,  a  result.  It  is 
essential  to  examine  carefully  whether  this 
bespeaks  any  falling-off  in  our  national  re- 
sources, affecting  our  public  credit,  and 
diminishing  our  powers  of  production  and 
industry  in  peace,  or  diminishing  our  power 
by  sea  or  land  in  case  of  war.  My  Lords, 
at  the  opening  of  the  present  laborious  Ses- 
sion, I  moved  for  an  account  which  casts 
some  light  upon  the  subject,  and  to  which  I 
trust  your  Lordships'  attention  has  already 
been  directed.  This  account  exhibits  the 
whole  of  the  annual  supplies  voted  by  Par- 
liament in  each  year  since  1835.  I  shall 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  with  giving  the 
detail  of  the  successive  years,  but  I  must 
be  permitted  to  lay  before  you  the  com- 
parison of  the  first  and  last  years  of  the 
series : — 


Estimates  voted. 


Army  (including 
Militia  A  Com- 
missariat) ... 

Navy    

Ordnance 

Total   for  three 

Services    

Miscellaneous ... 

Kaffir  War  

Expenses     on 
Emigration   in 
Canada,      and 
Distress  in  Ire- 
land   


1835. 


6,188,000 
4,245,000 
1,296,000 


1848. 


Excess  in 
1848. 


7,012,000  824,000 
7,764,000  3,519,000 
2,801,000  1,505,000 


ll,729,000il7,577,000 
2,393,000|  3,808,000 


14,122,000  21,385,000 
1,100,000 


393,000 


14,122,000  22,878,000 


6,848,000 
1,415,000 


7,263,000 
1,100,000 


393,000 


8,756,000 


In  the  present  state  of  Europe  I  am  not 
inclined  to  question  what  may  be  required 
for  the  strength  and  protection  of  the  em- 
pire, although  an  increase  of  no  less  a  sum 
than  5,848,000?.  on  a  total  of  11,729,000(., 
or  more  than  50  per  cent,  has  taken  place  in 
about  thirteen  years.  Nor  do  I  wish  to  cast 
blame  upon  my  noble  Friends  in  the  Go- 
remment.  For  much  of  the  increased  ex- 
penditure incurred  in  the  last  fourteen  or  fif- 
teen years,  I  hardly  hold  them  or  their  pre- 
decessors in  office  directly  responsible.  The 
blame,  if  blame  it  be,  may  be  traced  to 
another  source,  and  rests  in  a  great  mea- 
sure with  Parliament  itself.     During  the 


Governments  of  Lord  Grey  and  of  Lord 
Melbourne,  and  I  may  indeed  include  the 
Government  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Duke 
immediately  preceding,  vigorous  and  efieo- 
tual  steps  were  taken  to  enforce  the  most 
severe  and  rjgid  economy  throughout  all 
branches  of  the  public  service.  Li  a 
statement  which  I  made  in  the  Hpuae  of 
Commons  in  July,  1 833,  I  was  enabled  to 
show  that  the  estimates  had  been  then  re- 
duced 2,727,000?.  below  the  economical 
suggestions  of  the  Finance  Committee  of 
1817;  that  in  the  salaries  of  the  great  de- 
partments upwards  of  1,000,000?.  had  been 
reduced  between  the  years  1821  and  1833, 
and  upwards  of  5,689  offices  had  been 
abolished.  My  Lords,  the  same  spirit  of 
economy  continued  to  influence  the  Govem- 
ment  for  several  years  subsequently;  though 
with  a  diminished  result.  No  sooner  was 
it  generally  admitted  that  the  Government 
were  strictly  economical,  than  somewhat  of 
a  contrary  spirit  began  to  show  itself  in  Par- 
liament. All  imaginable  claims,  public  and 
private,  and  all  grievances,  real  or  imaginary, 
found  earnest  Parliamentary  advocates,  per- 
tinacious and  zealous  supporters.  The^a- 
ron  de  Bode  demanded  his  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands, and  Staflbrdshire  rose  in  defence  of  a 
countryman.  Danish  claims  called  forth  the 
sympathy  of  Sheffield,  Hull,  and  Manches- 
ter; French  claims,  Spanish  claims,  losses 
for  goods  on  shore,  losses  for  ships  at  sea, 
losses  for  book  debts,  all  followea  in  quick 
succession,  and  were  more  or  less  success- 
ful. The  functions  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  seemed  for  the 
time  to  be  reversed.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons, more  especially  in  advocating  ex- 
pense, placed  itself  in  a  false  position.  Nor 
was  the  application  of  these  new  principlea 
confined  to  the  cases  1  have  described.  It  was 
extended  to  the  naval  and  military  services 
likewise.  My  Lords,,!  consider  this  to 
have  been  most  unwise.  1  hold  it  to  be 
of  the  very  first  importance  that  the  armed 
force  of  this  country  should  learn,  under 
all  circumstances,  to  look  up  to  the  respon- 
sible Government,  and  to  their  command- 
ing officers  for  any  increase  of  pay  or  allow- 
ances, and  for  maintaining  the  efficiency  of 
the  service,  rather  than  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  But  this  was  not  permitted. 
Take  as  an  example  the  Navy,  on  which,  as 
your  Lordships  have  perceived,  the  largest 
increase  of  expenditure  has  taken  place, 
namely,  an  increase  from  4,245,000?.  to 
7,764,000?.  in  thirteen  years.  Your  Lord- 
ships cannot  but  remember  the  Motions 
made  and  repeated,  Session  after  Sessioiiy 
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to  compel  the  Government  to  an  increase 
of  the  estimates.  It  was  stated  that  our 
ships  were  under-manned,  that  our  dock- 
yards were  neglected,  that  the  numher  of 
men-of-war  kept  at  sea  were  too  few.  The 
full  paj,  the  half  pay,  the  marines,  the  pur- 
sers, the  chaplains,  the  old  flag-officers,  the 
young  lieutenants,  all  found  friends  ready 
to  state  complaints  and  to  demand  redress. 
The  same  course  was  pursued  in  other 
branches  of  the  public  service,  and  the 
result  has  been  in  multiplied  ways  to  swell 
the  annual  expenditure.  In  addition  to 
this,  a  system  was  introduced,  and  found 
favour  in  many  quarters,  of  transferring 
heavy  local  charges  to  the  public  Treasury; 
new  duties  were  undertaken  by  the  State, 
founded  for  the  most  part,  it  is  true,  on 
just  and  noble  principles,  but  all  leading  to 
increased  demands  on  the  Exchequer.  It 
is  far  from  my  wish  or  intention  to  con- 
demn this.  I  am  stating  facts,  not  pre- 
suming to  censure.  Many  of  these  charges 
have  been,  and  still  are,  incurred  in 
the  performance  of  great  national  duties; 
but  those  duties  are  costly;  and  when 
we  have  sanctioned  and  incurred  the 
expenditure,  it.  is  childish  to  grumble  at 
paying  the  bill.  It  is  thus  that  we  are 
called  on  to  pay  400,000/.  for  criminal 
prosecutions,  and  for  other  expenses  hither- 
to borne  on  the  county  rate.  It  is  thus 
that  we  are  also  called  on  to  provide 
193,0002.  for  poor-law  administration,  and 
relief.  For  the  improvement  of  our  crimi- 
nal law  and  our  secondary  punishments 
important  experiments  are  made;  and  at 
Pentonville,  Parkhurst,  and  Perth,  prisons 
are  maintained  at  a  cost  approaching  to 
70,000?.  No  sooner  is  the  great  improve- 
ment of  railways  extensively  adopted  than 
Parliament  urgently  require  a  department 
to  be  established  for  its  regulation  and  con- 
trol— an  estimate.,for  17,000?.  is  the  con- 
sequence. Slowly  and  reluctantly  we  ad- 
mit the  truth  that  ignorance  is  an  enemy 
with  which  the  State  is  bound  to  struggle 
— the  performance  of  this  Christian  and 
social  duty  demands  an  annual  expenditure 
of  200,000/.  You  are  persuaded  by  bene- 
volent men  that  factory  labour  requires  to 
be  regulated  by  Act  of  Parliament — ^that 
the  condition  of  the  females  in  mines,  of  the 
handloom  weavers  and  of  other  classes,  re- 
quires investigation  and  control.  All  this, 
too,  requires  money — and  it  is  voted.  The 
state  of  the  narrow  seas — ^the  interests  of 
our  commercial  navy — the  new  conditions 
developed  by  steam  navigation — are  pressed 
on  your  attention;  150,000{.  are  accord- 


ingly appropriated  for  harbours  of  refuge; 
an  expense  to  be  considered  hardly  more 
than  as  preliminary  to  the  votes  for  the 
same  service  which  must  inevitably  follow. 
You  require  packet  communication  with 
India — it  costs  you  50,000/.  a  year,  and 
costs  the  Company  as  much  more.  But  I 
need  not  do  more  than  entreat  your  Lord, 
ships  to  look  round  you,  to  survey  the  gor- 
geous splendour  of  the  House  in  which  we 
sit;  one  glance,  if  it  does  not  justify,  will 
at  least  serve  to  account  for  the  lavish  ex- 
penditure which  is  taking  place  in  every 
quarter.  These  votes  in  supply  are  not 
the  only  charges  with  which  we  have  to 
deal.  Your  legislation  has  in  late  years 
become  bolder  and  bolder  in  the  tasks  un- 
dertaken— tasks  that  have  been,  in  many 
instances,  nobly  performed.  But  in  pro- 
portion as  the  steps  to  be  taken  are  bolder, 
so  they  require  more  preliminary  inquiry 
and  investigation.  Hence  the  necessity  of 
various  Commissions  of  Inquiry;  proceed- 
ings highly  useful  when  their  functions  are 
not  misapplied.  In  an  incomplete  account 
which  is  before  Parliament,  it  is  shown 
that  the  expense  of  these  proceedings,  for 
a  very  few  years,  has  exceeded  1,129,000/. 
A  further  head  of  charge  will  be  found  in 
the  new  payments  cast  on  the  Consohdated 
Fund.  You  justly  require  an  improved 
system  for  registering  births,  marriages, 
and  deaths — you  require  your  voters  to  be 
registered  likewise,  and  they  sturdily  re- 
fuse to  pay  even  one  shilling  to  the  public 
officer  who  tests  and  records  their  qualifi- 
cations. You  condenm  all  judicial  and 
legal  fees;  those  are,  therefore,  abolished, 
but  the  salaries  and  fees  reappear  as  com- 
pensations, and  are  defrayed  by  the  public 
in  place  of  by  the  suitors.  All  this  en- 
hances the  amount  of  public  expenditure. 
I  might  carry  this  investigation  much  fur- 
ther; but  I  think  I  have  sufficiently  proved 
what  are  some  of  the  causes  of  our  increas- 
ed expenditure.  I  must  again  repeat  that 
I  am  far  indeed  from  wishing  to  censure 
all  that  I  have  enumerated.  In  many  re- 
spects it  has  been  wise,  and  the  public 
have  reaped  a  full  benefit  from  this  appli- 
cation of  the  national  income.  But  when 
the  decision  made  has  been  that  of  Par- 
liament itself — when  these  services  have 
been  called  for  by  public  opinion  and  sanc- 
tioned by  the  approbation  of  the  public — it 
is  weak  and  undignified  to  grieve  over  the 
inevitable  cost,  and  to  expect  wo  can  at 
once  secure  these  expensive  benefits,  and 
refuse  to  submit  to  the  burdens  which 
they  ineviublj  occasioa.  These  Tarioiu 
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increased  heads  of  cbarge,  be  it  remem- 
bered, greatlj  exceed  the  2,000,000/. 
which  you  are  this  year  coinpelled  to  bor- 
row. I  have  t1ui3  endeavoured  to  trace 
much  of  our  expenditure  to  its  source. 
Allow,  me,  now  mj  Lords,  to  review  very 
briefly  the  state  of  our  puWic  income,  in 
order  to  judge  whether  it  is  from  any  per- 
manent falliog-oft*  iu  our  national  resources, 
that  a  necessity  for  the  present  Bill  arises. 
If  this  were  the  case,  we  might  indeed  he 
justified  in  feeling  mifitruflt  andalarm^  But 
such  is  far  from  being  the  fact,  Notwitli- 
standing  we  have  repealed  taxes  that  would 
be  in  themselves  sufficient  to  constitute  the 
whole  revenue  of  many  great  European 
Powers,  notwithstanding  the  difficulties  and 
losses  which  commercial  distress  and  Con- 
tmental  revolutions  have  produced,  I  find 
nothing  in  the  state  of  the  revenue  that 
is  calculated  to  excite  the  alann  even  of 
the  most  timid,  or  that  can  shake  our 
confidence  in  the  powers  of  this  empire, 
either  for  maintaining  unimpaired  our  pub- 
lic credit,  or  for  defending  our  national 
honour,  and  our  national  interests.  Let 
our  friends  throughout  the  world  rejoice 
with  U!§  in  the  causes  of  thankfulness 
with  which  we  are  blessed;  and  do  not  let 
our  enemies,  if  we  have  any  such,  delude 
themselves  by  the  false  expectation  that  our 
resources  are  in  a  state  of  decay.  The 
contrary,  I  believe  to  be  tlie  fact,  if  we 
only  use  rightly  the  blessings  which  sur- 
round us,  and  the  manifold  advantages 
placed  within  our  reach — if  we  are  wisely 
economical — and  if  we  are  energetic,  pa- 
tient, and  enduring.  I  have  already  com- 
pared the  expenditure  of  1834  with  that  of 
1 848-  I  shall  now  institute  a  similar  com- 
parison between  the  income  of  the  same 
two  years;  endeavouring  thus  to  deal  fairly 
and  justly  with  the  whole  subject.  The  ac- 
count stands  as  foUo^vs : — 

COMF^BATIV^  InCOMX  FOB  THE  YkAH  KNCUfO 

6rtt  Ai'HU., 
183ti. 

CmtoraB £18,786.0(M» 

Excise    11,720,000 

Staaii»8  ......        0,612,000 

Taxes..,. 3,lV20,0(»0 

Post  Office...         1,425,0W 
Surplus  Fees  16,0^^0 

Hereditttiy  ) 


lUveauojr 


20,000 


1848. 

£19.MO,000 

13,27«,000 

7,310.000 

4,a  47,000 

932,000 

100,000 

4,000 


£42.108.000         £45,024,000 
Property  Tax £5,450,000 


£42,198,000         £51,383,000 

Your  Lordships  will  see  from  these  figures 
that  even^ — oniitliug  the  property  taac — 


the  ordinary  income  shows  a  very  conBider- 
able  increase*     The  only  head  of  ordinary 
revenue  which   exhibits   any  considerable 
diminution  is  that  of  the  Post  Office,  for 
which,  I  am  ready  to  admit,  to  a  certain 
extent,    my   own    personal    responsihility. 
But  in  so  doing,  I  am  at  least  justiBed  in 
saying  that  I  never  either  allowed  myself 
to  be  !cd  astray,  or  still  less  did  1  deeeivo 
Parliament  by  giving  countenance  to  the 
over  sanguine  hopes   of  those  who   were 
more    visionary  than    practical — ^I    never 
stated  that  the  great  change  which  the 
House  of  Commons,  and,  I  may  add,  the 
public,    required    from    the    Government, 
could  be  made  without  a  very  considerabla 
financial  aacrifice.     I  announced  this  con- 
viction  at   the   hazard    of  much    unpopu- 
larity and  many  bitter  reproaches.     The 
event   has    proved   that   my  anticipationa 
were  well  founded.     But  the  aacritice  baa 
be  on  compensated  by  the  muumerable  ad- 
vantages, both  direct  and  indirect,  of  the 
change,     Neither  let  it  be  thought  that 
the  amount  of  500,000/.  loss,  is  solely  to 
be  attributed  to  the  penny  postage.     The 
increased    accommodation    given    to    the 
public — the  multiplied  and  more  extended 
deliveries  of  letters—the  doubling  of  the 
mails — the  expenditure  incidental  to  rail- 
ways— are    all   charges  which  must,  to  a 
certain  extent,  at  least,  have  fallen  on  the 
Post  Office   revenue,  at  whatever  rate  of 
postage  that  revenue  had  continued  to  be 
collected.    Having  thus  remarked  upon  the 
state  both  of  the  income  and  expenditure, 
1  shall  proceed  to  observe  on  the  mode  in 
which  the  present  Bill  proposes  to  meet 
the  deficiency  of  2,000,000^,  which  we  are 
unfortunately  called  on  to  supply  hy   in- 
curring increased  debt.      I   begin  by  ad- 
mitting  that   my   noble    Friends   have   a 
precedent  for  the  proposal  they  now  make 
to  us  in  the  present  BilL    A  similar  courae 
was  resorted  to  on  a  former  occasion,  and 
it  was  found  to  produce  no  sensible  public 
inconvenience.     Even  if  this  were  not  so, 
I  should  be  indisposed  to  Uigue  against  it, 
under   tlio  peculiar   circumstances  of  the 
present  Session,  however  I  may  regret  its 
necessity.     But  I  cannot  wholly  shut  my 
eyes  to  its  danger.     The  power  which  this 
Bill  confers  on  the  Treasury  is  of  a  most 
<|uestionablo  as  well  as  extraordinary  kind. 
To  enable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, at  his  own  will  and  pleasure,  with 
or  without  notice,  to  go  into  the  market, 
to  create  stock,  or  to  sell  Exchequer-bills, 
is,  in  fact,  to  give  him  an  authority  to  alter 
the  value  of  Sie  property  of  all  the  bold- 
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era  of  public  securities,  whether  funded  or 
floating.     When  an  ordinary  loan  is  eon- 
tractedy  the  requisite  formalities,  the  know- 
ledge of  the  sura  to  he  contracted  for,  the 
declared  terms  of  the  bidding,  the  open 
competition,  place  a  certain  limit  upon  the 
inconvenience  which,  under  the  enactments 
of  this  Bill,  are  very  possible  to   arise. 
But  I  admit  that  the  amount  to  be  raised 
is  small — that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  prudent — 
and  the  precedent  is  in  his  favour.     This 
defence,   however,   assumes    the   circum- 
stances of  the  present  case  to  be  the  same 
as  in  the  former  case  to  which  I  have  al- 
luded.   Such  is  not  the  fact.     In  two  im- 
portant features  the  cases  essentially  dif- 
fer, if  the  alternative  of  issuing  Exche- 
quer-bills under  this  Act  should  be  resorted 
to.     In  the  first  place,  the  amount  of  rail- 
way bonds  and  debentures  now  in  the  mar- 
ket, circulating  freely  from  hand  to  hand, 
bearing  a  high  rate  of  interest,  and  consi- 
dered perfectly  secure,  have  introduced  a 
formidable    competition  to  the  unfunded 
debt.    Next,  the  habits  and  practice  of  the 
London  bankers  have  of  late  years  varied. 
Formerly,  bankers  were  accustomed  to  in- 
vest   large  balances  on   Exchequer-bills, 
which  now,  rightly  or  wrongly  I  stop  not 
to  inquire,  are  employed  through  bill  bro- 
kers, on  the  security  of  commercial  papers : 
this,  again,  lessens  the  demands  for  Go- 
vernment   floating    securities.      Further, 
in  earlier  times,  the  Exchequer-bills  held 
by  the  Bank  were  never  thrown  on  the 
market.     By  this  system  the  amount  of 
disposable  Government  paper  was  reduced, 
and  the  value  of  that  which  was  left  at  the 
command  of  the  public  was  proportionably 
enhanced.     But  a  further  change  has  like- 
wise taken  place.     The  Bank  Act  of  1844 
has  now  come  into  operation;  and  if  its  re- 
strictions apply  to  this  loan,  should  the 
Bank  be  again  placed  in  the  same  position 
as  in  October  last,  the  Chancellor  may  find 
it  impossible  to  seek  accommodation  in  the 
usual  way;  or,  if  he  obtains  it,  it  will  be  at 
the  price  of  compelling  a  refusal  of  that 
accommodation  required  to  be  given  by  the 
Bank  to  commercial  houses  in  the  form  of 
discounts.      This  furnishes   an   additional 
example  of  the  risks  which  that  Act  of 
1844  IB  calculated  to  produce  in  certain 
cases,  though  in  cases  which  I  earnestly 
hope  may  not  be  considered  as  very  likely  to 
recur.     I  have  spoken  hypothetically,  and 
have  suggested  a  doubt  whether  the  restric- 
tions of  the  Act  of  1844  do  apply  to  this 
BilL    My  own  confident  belief,  however, 


is  that  they  do  not  apply,  but  that  this 
Bill  is  a  practical  repeal,  or  at  least  a  sus- 
pension of  that  Bill,  so  far  as  the2,000.000?. 
proposed  to  be  borrowed  are  concerned.  My 
noble  Friends  are  no  doubt  astonished  at 
this  statement;  they  are  unconscious  of 
their  own  measure.     They 

*'  Never  felt  what  they  were  doing ; 
Never  dreamt  of  such  a  thing." 

If  they  look  at  sec.  4,  of  the  present  Bill, 
they  will  see  that  the  Bank  is  authorised 
to  make  advances  to  the  Treasury  on  the 
bills  permitted  to  be  issued — **  any  Act  or 
Acts  in  anywise  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing.'' Now,  let  me  assume  a  case 
in  which  the  Bank  reserve  was  wholly  ex- 
hausted, or  fell  below  2,000,000?.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  required  an 
advance  of  2,000,000?.  of  bank  notes,  un- 
der such  circumstances,  that  advance  would 
appear  to  be  repugnant  to  the  Act  of  1844. 
But  this  Bill  would  nevertheless  justify  such 
advances,  **  any  Act  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding." Therefore,  under  such  sup- 
posed circumstances,  the  Bill  absolutely  re- 
peals the  restrictions  of  that  memorable 
statute  of  which  my  noble  Friends  have 
been  such  strenuous  and  generous  cham- 
pions. In  dealing  with  the  question  of  our 
finances,  I  cannot  omit  touching  upon  one 
subject  inseparably  bound  up  with  this  ques- 
tion— I  mean  the  liabilities  the  public  are 
under  to  the  depositors  in  savings'  banks. 
I  am  the  more  reminded  of  this,  as  a  Bill 
respecting  savings'  banks  stands  for  the 
third  reading  this  evening.  We  must  ne- 
ver lose  sight  of  the  peculiar  exigency  of 
that  engagement.  It  differs  wholly  from 
the  responsibility  we  assume  in  relation  to 
the  remaining  portions  of  the  public  debt. 
The  3  per  cents  are  transferable,  but  not 
payable  on  demand.  Exchequer-bills  are 
transferable  likewise,  and,  though  payable 
on  demand,  yet  that  is  only  at  certain 
times,  and  under  established  conditions — all 
being  protections  to  the  public  which  issues 
the  bills.  The  savings'  banks  deposits,  on 
the  contrary,  are  not  transferable;  and  with 
much  facility  they  become  debts  payable 
on  demand.  This  distinction  is  of  the  ut- 
most importance.  Far  is  it  from  me  to 
suggest  that  the  security  to  the  depositors 
is  not  as  perfect  as  any  the  public  can  give, 
or  the  depositors  can  require.  But  still  we 
are  bound  to  weigh  well  the  consequences 
of  this  engagement  as  affecting  the  pub- 
lic. I  know  that  this  subject  was  one 
which  pressed  heavily  on  the  mind  of  the 
ablest  of  our   commercial  and  financial 
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Ministers,  Mr.  Huskisson.  I  am  convinced 
that  this  liability  would  not  have  been  in- 
curred by  Parliament  in  1817,  had  any  one 
foreseen  at  that  time  the  enormous  extent 
to  which  the  deposits  in  savings'  banks 
have  since  been  carried.  At  the  outset 
500,000?.,  or  1,000,000?.  would  have  per- 
haps been  the  maximum  amount  of  deposits 
contemplated  as  probable  by  the  most 
sanguine.  At  present  the  deposits  exceed 
30,000,000?.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
the  whole  subject  requires  the  most  careful 
and  immediate  attention  of  Parliament,  with 
a  view  of  considering  whether,  when  the  de- 
posit reaches  a  given  amount,  the  public 
liability  might  not  advantageously  be  sa- 
tisfied by  a  transfer  to  the  depositor  of  a 
proportionate  amount  of  stock,  the  State 
still  continuing,  if  it  were  thought  fit,  to 
act  gratuitously  as  the  broker  for  the  de- 
positor, reinvesting  the  interest  when  re- 
quired, and  transferring  the  stock  when 
sold.  The  depositor  would  thus  become 
an  ordinary  stockholder,  and  the  liability 
to  pay  on  demand  would  be  lessened,  with 
a  corresponding  increase  of  security  to 
the  public.  I  cannot  close  these  observa- 
tions without  some  remarks  on  the  present 
state  of  Ireland,  and  on  the  renewed  ca- 
lamities which  seem  unhappily  to  be  im- 
pending over  that  country.  The  famine — 
for  so  it  is  now  recognised  to  have  been — 
produced  some  of  our  financial  embarrass- 
ments in  the  two  last  years.  Their  recur- 
rence may  again  lead  to  similar  results. 
At  the  outset,  the  extent  of  that  calamity 
was  unfortunately  not  appreciated  by  a 
great  and  powerful  party  in  this  country. 
They  were  led  astray,  and  induced  to  sus- 
pect that  it  was  greatly  exaggerated  by 
Irish  witnesses,  in  order  to  strengthen 
their  demands  on  the  public  purse,  and 
exaggerated  also  by  the  Government  of 
the  day,  with  a  view  of  carrying  their  free- 
trade  measures  through  Parliament.  Both 
suppositions  were  unfounded.  The  delu- 
sion has  been  dispelled  by  the  fearful  real- 
ity. But  the  peril  of  a  renewed  failure  is 
imminent  at  present.  I  have  understood 
from  declarations  made  elsewhere,  that 
Ministers  hold  themselves  pledged  to  call 
Parliament  together  at  an  early  time, 
should  the  exigencies  of  Ireland  render  it 
necessary  to  do  so.  This  is  but  right,  for 
it  should  be  remembered  that  nothing  has 
been  as  yet  done  to  meet  this  misfortune, 
should  it  arise.  It  is  important  that  such 
a  declaration  should  be  here  repeated.  I 
should  deprecate  raising  any  more  general 
discussion  on  the  present  ocoaeion,  on  the 


distresses  of  Ireland.  Evil  rather  thftn 
good  is  too  frequently  the  consequenee  of 
premature  debates  on  subjects  of  this  na« 
ture.  I  am  satisfied  to  leave  the  responsU 
bility  with  the  Government,  at  the  same 
time  requesting  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Lansdowne)  to  communicate,  as  far  as  he 
can  do  so  without  indiscretion,  the  import  of 
any  communications  which  he  haa  received 
respecting  the  harvest  and  the  potato  crop. 
I  should  hardly  have  ventured  even  to  mako 
this  inquiry,  but  that  the  silence  of  Peers 
connected  with  Ireland,  in  a  case  where 
the  very  existence  of  our  people  is  at  stake^ 
might  be  condemned  in  a  country  where 
everything  is  liable  to  misconstruction,  or 
rather  to  misrepresentation.  Silence  would 
be  interpreted  as  marking  a  culpable  in* 
difference  where  human  lives  are  at  risk. 
The  great  experiment  of  the  working  of 
the  poor-law,  and  more  especially  the  sys* 
tem  of  outdoor  relief  for  the  ablebodied, 
is  now  in  progress.  To  that  measure  I 
expressed,  at  the  time,  my  strong  objectioD* 
I  pointed  out  what  I  considered  to  be  its 
error  in  principle — its  danger  in  practice. 
In  those  objections  I  was  strongly-  sup- 
ported by  the  weight  and  authority  of  men 
in  all  respects  my  superiors,  and  infinitely 
better  entitled  to  influence  the  deliberations 
of  your  Lordships.  I  allude  more  especially 
to  my  most  reverend  and  noble  Friends  the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin,  and  the  Earl  Fit*i 
William.  I  am  not  disposed  to  withdraw  or 
retract  any  one  of  those  former  objeetions* 
I  see  no  reason  to  abandon  any  of  those 
opinions.  On  the  contrary,  they  are  eon* 
firmed  by  what  has  occurred,  and  by  what 
is  still  going  on.  The  description  given  in 
another  place  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer of  the  state  of  Erris,  confirms  all 
my  worst  forebodings.  But  I  will  not  at  the 
present  enhance  the  difficulties  of  the  ques- 
tion, or  the  difficulties  of  those  who  adminis* 
ter  this  law  by  any  adverse  discussion.  I 
have  carefully  abstained  from  doing  so  dar- 
ing the  present  Session,  unless  when  actu- 
ally compelled  to  interfere,  as  by  the  issue 
of  the  poor-law  circular  on  Mr.  Gregory's 
clause,  or  by  that  most  unjust  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding in  the  superior  courts  of  law,  in 
cases  where  a  cheap  and  summary  remedy 
might  have  been  resorted  to.  I  shall  abide 
by  the  issue  of  the  experiment,  and  by  Ae 
future  result  of  that  Parliamentary  inqnhry 
which  is  promised  in  the  ensuing  Session. 
Experience  will  then  settle  the  question, 
and  decide  between  the  disputants.  But 
I  may  say,  in  passing,  that  those  are 
greatly  deceived  who  think  that  tiie  loeel 
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charges  of  Ireland  are  light,  or  capable  of 
being  borne  in  many  districts.  The  sup> 
position  is  founded  on  an  entire  ignorance, 
or  misconception,  of  the  facts  of  the  case. 
On  the  contrary,  the  burdens  now  cast  on 
Irish  real  property,  for  the  purpose  of  poor- 
law  relief,  infinitely  exceed  any  similar  local 
charge  levied  on  England  even  in  the  times 
of  the  greatest  distress.  Of  course  I  mean 
to  compare  the  taxation  in  both  countries, 
with  the  amount  of  property  in  each,  on 
which  that  taxation  is  imposed.  And  this 
brings  me  to  my  closing  observation.  I 
have  observed  with  pain  that,  whilst  the 
sufferings  of  Ireland  have  drawn  forth, 
very  generally,  throughout  this  island  the 
deepest  sympathy,  leading  to  the  no- 
blest sacrifices — generous  sacrifices,  which 
can  never  be  too  gratefully  remembered 
— by  which  hundreds  and  thousands  have 
been  saved  from  instant  death,  there  has 
arisen  among  the  shallow,  the  impatient, 
and  the  superficial,  an  absurd  notion  that 
Great  Britain  might  advantageously  sever 
the  coimexion  between  herself  and  her 
western  neighbour.  I  have  witnessed  with 
astonishment  the  formation  of  a  band  of 
English  repealers,  who  talk  almost  as 
much  nonsense  as  their  colleagues  in  Con- 
federation Hall.  They  are  alike  ignorant 
of  what  is  due  to  the  honour,  the  safety, 
and  the  industrial  interests  of  the  empire. 
They  forget  that  though  Irish  distress  has 
cost  the  empire  millions,  yet  that  the  em- 
pire has  also  derived  millions  from  Ireland. 
They  forget  that  the  balances  of  revenue 
actually  remitted  to  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer from  Ireland,  and  applied  here,  after 
payment  of  dividends  and  the  payment  of 
Irish  charges,  civil  and  military,  have,  from 
1831  to  1847,  exceeded  nine  millions  and 
a  half  sterling.*  They  forget,  or  are  igno- 
rant, that,  notwithstanding  the  most  de- 
plorable distress,  the  revenue  of  Ireland 
has  not  fallen  off  to  any  great  degree,  as  is 
manifest  from  the  following  account : — 

Nbt  Irish  RsvENra  aotuallt  Paib  into  thb 
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1846-6 

...      £4,661,000 

1846-7 

4,646,000 

1847-8 

4,310,000 

And  during  those  very  same  years  the  re- 
payments of  advances  made  from  the  Trea- 
sury, so  far  from  diminishing,  even  in  pro- 
portion to  the  diminution  of  the  revenue, 
have  actually  increased  as  follows : — 

*  Appen.  Col.  Report,  No.  xix.,  p.  146^ 
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Rbpatiisnt  of  Irish  Advancbs. 

1846-6         £307,000 

1846-7  312,000 

1847-8  393,000 

I  have  now  only  to  repeat  my  apologies 
for  this  intrusion  on  your  Lordships'  time, 
which  nothing  but  a  sense  of  public  duty 
would  have  justified,  and  to  express  a  hope 
that  neither  in  the  tone  nor  in  the  sub- 
stance of  my  observations  has  there  been 
any  thing  to  prejudice  the  public  interest, 
or  any  observation  of  which  the  Govern^ 
ment  can  with  justice  complain. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  did 
not  complain  either  of  the  substance  or  of 
the  temper  of  the  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend.  The  Bill,  he  admitted,  was  one 
of  the  utmost  importance,  yet  still  it  wag 
one  to  the  passing  of  which,  under  present 
circumstances,  no  one  could  object.  Bj 
the  occurrence  of  a  series  of  unfortunate 
circumstances  they  had  been  compelled  to 
borrow,  and  they  would  not  have  done 
their  duty  to  their  country  if  they  had  not 
brought  forward  this  proposition.  They 
had  been  compelled  to  adopt  this  course 
by  the  great  indisposition  which  had  been 
manifested  by  the  public,  both  within  and 
without  the  walls  of  Parliament,  to  bear 
the  burden  of  increased  taxation.  He  ad- 
mitted the  necessity  of  practising  to  the 
utmost  the  most  rigid  economy ;  but  be 
contended  that  at  present  it  was  imprac- 
ticable to  bring  their  expenditure  within 
the  limits  of  their  income  by  any  cutting 
down  of  establishments  only.  It  was 
impossible  to  make  any  diminution  in 
the  naval  or  military  establishments  of  the 
country;  and  sooner  than  consent  to  make 
a  sacrifice  of  this  nature,  which  they  felt 
would  be  to  the  detriment  of  the  country. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would  resign  the 
conduct  of  affairs  into  other  hands,  and 
thus  relieve  themselves  from  the  responsi- 
bility of  making  the  sacrifice.  Many  of 
the  burdens  of  which  they  now  complained 
had  been  for  years  accumulating — ^many 
were  of  a  merely  temporary  nature — and 
many  had  been  forced  by  Parliament  upon 
an  unwilling  Government.  But  be  looked 
forward  with  a  confident  hope  to  the  fu- 
ture, as  the  Government  was  determined 
to  incur  no  expenses  except  such  as  were 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  public  service. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  method  proposed 
to  be  adopted  for  raising  this  money.  It 
was  a  method  to  which  recourse  had  been 
had  on  former  occasions,  and  which  was 
best  calculated  to  meet  a  case  of  uncer- 
tainty like  the  one  with  which  they  now 
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bad  to  deal.  It  would  permit  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tlie  Exchetjuer  to  go  into  tlie 
money  market  at  the  time  which  he 
thought  the  most  refjuisite,  and  under  the 
circumstnnccs  which  he  might  deem   the 


order  of  their  Lordships'  House.  An  order 
had  lieen  made  hy  ilicir  Lordships  for  tbe 
[>roduetion  of  certain  accounts  and  papers 
relative  to  this   railway,  which  wafi  duly  1 
Bcrved  on  these  parties.     No  return  was. 


most  favourable;  and,   as  a  proof  of  the    however,  made  to  the  order,  and»  liaringf 


feeling  aaion^  uionied  men  on  the  subject, 
he  would  observe  that  on  the  day  following 
the  aanounccment  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  meant  to  borrow — and  that 
he  meant  to  borrow  in  that  particular  mode 
— there  was  a  marked  rise  in  the  funds. 
He  believed  that  this  power  was  necessary 
for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
present  financial  condition  of  the  country. 
In  the  midst  of  much  occasional  distress — 
a  temporary  diminution  of  onr  commercial 
prosperity — the  result  of  wliich  had  been 
the  necessity  of  the  present  measure,  he 
nevertheless  believed  that  tliere  never  had 
been  a  period  in  which  the  comraercialj 
manufacturing,  and  tinancial  prosperity  of 
the  country  was  in  a  sounder  state;  and, 
though  there  had  been  much  distress,  there 
was  every  ground  for  an  enlarged  con- 
fidence and  hope  for  the  future.  It  would 
be  the  imperative  duty  of  the  Government 
to  attend  to  the  state  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land, and  no  pains  would  be  spared  by  the 
Government  or  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
make  themselves  acquainted  in  detail  with 
all  the  facts  connected  with  that  subject. 
But  until  they  knew  the  wht>lc  extent  of 
the  mischief  done  to  the  potato  crop,  it 
would  he  impossible  for  him  to  say,  even 
hypo  the  tic  ally,  that  distress  would  fall 
upon  the  Irifih  people  of  a  nature  to  de- 
mand the  attention,  the  assistance,  and 
the  interference  of  Parliament.  All  the 
advices  which  had  been  received  during 
tlie  last  week  as  to  the  state  of  the  potato 
crop  were  comparatively  more  favourable, 
and  stated  that  the  potatoes  were  not  so 
universally  affected  as  had  been  supposed. 
It  was  only  that  day  that  he  had  received 
accounts  that  the  affected  potatoes  had  put 
forth  fresh  appearances,  and  given  indica- 
tions of  recent  growth.  Ue  could  assure 
his  noble  Friend  that  the  state  of  Ireland 
would  engage  the  daily  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  uulil  the  next  meet- 
ing of  Parliament, 

Bill  read  3^  and  passed. 

NORTn  WALES  RAILWAY. 
LoiiD  MONTE  AG  LE  rose  to  bring  un- 
der the  notice  of  their  Lordships  the  re- 
fusal of  the  Chairman  and  Secretary  of  the 
Korth  Wales  Railway,  Mr.  William  Chad- 
wick  and   Mr.  John  Alarrincr,  to  obey  the 


given  notice  that  he  would  move  that  these 
parties  should  be  called  to  the  bar,  he  re- 
ceived a  written  communication  promising 
that  the  returns  should  he  made,  and  that 
the  parties  were  prepared  to  give  the  ac- 
counts he  required.  Up  to  the  present 
moment  their  Lordships*  order  was  still 
disobeyed,  and  the  parties  in  question  who 
had  been  ordered  to  attend  the  House  had 
not  done  so.  The  proper  course,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  to  inquire  whether  the 
parties  were  in  attendance,  and  then,  if 
they  were  not,  to  call  for  the  officer  of  the 
House  who  had  served  the  notice. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary for  his  noble  Friend  to  prove  that 
the  order  requiring  the  attendance  of  these 
parties  had  been  personally  sei-ved  upon 
them. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  inquired 
whether  John  Marrinerand  William  Chad- 
wick,  Chairman  and  Secretary  of  the  North 
Wales  Railway,  were  in  attendance  I 

The  Deputy  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod: — 
I  under.Htand,  my  Lord,  that  they  are  not. 

Samuel  Lethbndge,  one  of  the  door- 
keepers of  their  Lordships'  House,  who 
was  instructed  to  serve  the  order  requiring 
the  attendance  of  the  parties,  was  then  ex- 
amined, and  stated,  in  reply  to  questions 
from  the  Lord  Chaxcelloe,  that  he  had 
not  served  the  parties  personally  in  conse* 
quence  of  their  absence  from  home. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  believed  that  when 
there  was  any  reason  to  suppose  that  par- 
ties went  out  of  the  way  in  order  to  avoid 
beings  personally  served  with  the  order  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  the  personal  ser- 
vice might  be  dispensed  with.  But  neither 
of  these  parlies  might  he  aware  of  the 
order  of  the  House.  Their  servants  might 
have  neglected  to  forward  the  orders,  and 
it  might  bo  the  desire  of  these  parties  to 
comply  with  the  order  of  the  House. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  it  was  quite 
clear  that  these  parties  had  intentionally 
disobeyed  their  Lordships'  order,  and  that 
their  resistance  was  founded  on  a  misap* 
prehension  of  their  Lordships*  powers, 
which  these  parties  thought  expired  with 
the  Session,  whereas  the  powers  of  that 
House,  unlike  those  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  e.\tendcd  throughout  the  re- 
cess. 
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Afler  »  few  words  from  the  Marquess  of 
LAKfiDOWKB  aud  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  were  of  opinion  that  it  would  he  de- 
sirable that  their  Lordships  should  take  no 
steps  until  the  parties  had  been  personally 
senred. 

Then  it  was  ordered,  that  the  said  Chair- 
man and  Secretary  do  attend  at  the  bar  of 
this  House  to-morrow  at  Twelve  o'clock. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  September  4,  1848. 

MiNDTCi.]  N Kxr  Writ.— For  Bolton,  v.  William  Boiling, 
Esq.,  deceased. 

New  Mbitbcr  Sworn. — For  Horsham,  Right  Hon.  Lord 
Edward  Howard,  v.  William  Robert  Seymour  Fitzge- 
rald, Esq.,  not  duly  Elected;  for  Leicester,  Richard 
Harris,  Esq.,  and  John  Ellis,  Esq.,  who,  being  one  of  the 
People  called  Quakers,  made  the  Affirmation  required  by 
Uw. 

THE  CHELTENHAM  ELECTION 
COMMITTEE. 
Sir  W.  clay  said :  I  beg  leave  to 
move  that  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Cheltenham 
£iection  Petition,  together  with  the  pro- 
ceedings, be  printed.  In  doing  so,  I  trust 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  allude  to  a  very 
extraordinary  attack  which  has  been  made, 
impugning  the  decision  of  that  Committee, 
of  which  I  had  the  honour  to  be  Chairman 
— an  attack  not  only  upon  the  decision  of 
the  Committee,  but  also  upon  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Members  of  that  Committee.  In 
the  few  observations  with  which  I  am  about 
to  trouble  the  House,  it  is  my  intention  to 
abstain  from  all  comment  upon  the  expres- 
sions used  in  the  speech  of  Mr.  Craven 
Berkeley  to  a  public  meeting  at  Chelten- 
ham which  applied  personally  to  myself. 
I  was  absent  from  town  on  Friday,  and  it 
was  not  till  the  afternoon  of  that  day  that 
I  received  a  paper,  in  which  I  saw  the  re- 
port of  that  speech;  I  immediately  came  to 
London,  but  the  House  had  already  ad- 
journed. It  has  been  the  opinion  of  the 
friends,  of  high  and  unquestioned  honour, 
in  whose  hands  I  thought  it  right  to  place 
myself,  that  as  the  expressions  of  which  I 
think  I  have  a  just  right  to  complain,  were 
used  towards  me  in  consequence  of  a  deci- 
sion to  which  I  had  come  when  sitting  in  a 
judicial  character  under  the  instructions  of 
this  House,  I  was  not  justified  in  taking 
notice  of  those  expressions  otherwise  than 
in  this  House,  and  in  my  character  as  a 
Member  of  this  House.  Being  thus  pre- 
cluded by  opinions  to  which  I  feel  bound 
to  defer,  and  not  having  the  opportunity  of 
noticing  those  expressions  elsewhere  than 


in  this  House,  I  shall  not  avail  myself  of 
my  privilege  as  a  Member  of  the  House  to 
make  a  single  comment  upon  the  expres- 
sions personal  to  myself  used  by  Mr.  Cra- 
ven Berkeley.  I  leave  it  to  the  friends 
who  have  known  me  for  many  years — I 
leave  it  to  this  House — to  decide  whether 
I  am  deserving  of  the  terms  which  a  Gen- 
tleman with  whom,  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  I  have  been  for  many  years  in 
habits  of  friendly  intercourse,  has  thought 
right  to  use  towards  me,  because  I,  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  this  House,  and 
sitting  as  a  judge,  had  come  to  a  decision, 
to  the  best  of  my  ability,  but  at  all  events 
conscientiously,  upon  the  matter  entrusted 
to  my  consideration.  Waving,  therefore, 
all  allusion  to  myself,  I  still  feel  it  to  be 
my  duty  as  Chairman  to  call  the  very  se- 
rious attention  of  the  House  to  the  position 
in  which  not  that  Committee  alone,  but 
the  House  itself,  is  placed,  by  an  attack 
made  upon  the  Committee  at  a  public 
meeting  by  Mr.  Craven  Berkeley,  The 
decision  of  that  Committee  was  stated  to 
be  unfair,  iniquitous,  and  unjust;  it  was 
also  stated  that  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  Committee  had  been  in  consultation 
with  the  counsel  of  the  petitioners —the 
persons  who  petitioned  against  Mr.  Berke- 
ley's return;  and  that  another  of  the  Mem- 
bers had  entered  the  Committee  with  his 
mind  already  made  up.  It  is  my  duty,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  to  give  my 
unqualified  contradiction  to  those  asser- 
tions. I  believe  that  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  was  just  and  legal;  I  believe 
that  no  judicial  Committee  could  have 
come  to  any  other  decision  upon  the  evi- 
dence which  was  before  us.  But  it  is  im- 
material whether  our  opinion  was  sound  or 
unsound;  the  real  question  is,  was  the  de- 
cision honest  or  not  ?  Now,  I  declare, 
upon  my  honour,  that  I  never  saw  men 
who  appeared — it  is  impossible  to  read  the 
heart  of  another — to  understand  more  per- 
fectly the  merits  of  a  case,  or  to  be  more 
determined  to  decide  as  became  men  of 
honour,  and  having  regard  to  the  oath  we 
had  taken.  On  the  two  decisions  which 
respected  Mr.  Craven  Berkeley,  one  fa- 
vourable to  him,  the  other  adverse,  the 
Committee  were  unanimous  :  the  one,  that 
we  did  not  think  the  evidence  bore  out 
the  charge  of  bribery;  the  other,  that  we 
thought  that  by  his  agents  he  was  guilty 
of  treating;  and  if  any  stranger  could  have 
come  into  the  room  during  our  delibera- 
tions, I  would  have  defied  him  to  discover, 
by  any  word  that  was  spoken,  or  bj  even 
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the  leflst  indicationB  of  maimer,  wtftt  were 
the  politica  of  the  respoctive  Members  of 
the  Committ&e*  I  do  think  it  is  hsrti  that 
men  who  have  patiently  and  aBsiduouslj 
laboured  to  amve  at  £i  jast  and  conscien- 
tiouE)  decisiont  should  tiC  exposed  to  this 
species  of  attack;  an*i  not  from  a  man  low 
in  Btation,  nnconsciaua  of  the  offence  he  is 
committing,  but  a  gentU^raan  who  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House,  and  because 
it  was  our  painful  dutj,  upon  the  evidence 
before  us,  to  deprive  him  of  that  seat.  It 
seems  to  me  that  though  we,  the  Commit* 
teOf  may  feel  interested  in  this  matter^  the 
House  has  also  a  deep  interest  in  it*  The 
House  devolves  upon  Members  of  a  Com- 
mittee a  most  grave  and  arduous  duty;  it 
is  most  important,  both  for  the  reputation 
of  the  House  and  for  the  best  interestB  of 
the  country,  that  the  decisions  of  these 
Committees  should  be  given  fearlessly, 
honestly,  and  conscientiously.  The  anxiety 
and  responsibility  already  devolving  upon 
those  Meinhei*s  are  very  serioiig;  and  pre- 
cisely as  a  man  is  worthy  to  sit  on  such  a 
Committee,  he  must  feel  the  more  deeply 
that  anxiety  and  reaponsibility.  If*  in  ad- 
dition to  that.  Members  serving  on  these 
Committees  are  to  expect  to  be  exposed 
subsequoutly  to  obloquy — -if  they  are  to  be 
held  up  to  the  country  as  men  forgetful 
alike  of  their  character  and  their  oath — 
you  will  cither  have  men  refueiug  to  per- 
form those  duties,  or  you  will  be  sub- 
jecting them,  in  addition  to  the  anxiety 
and  responsibility  already  borne,  to  a  pen- 
alty which  you  have  no  right  to  im- 
pose— the  heaviest  f*eualty  you  can  im- 
pose upon  a  gentleman — the  liability  to  be 
held  up  before  his  fellow- citizens  and  the 
public  as  one  who  forgets  his  character  as 
a  gen  tie  man,  and  the  obligations  cast  upon 
him.  With  these  observations  I  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  I 
know  not  whether  this  ia  a  question  of  pri- 
Tilege — I  know  not  whether  Mr.  Craven 
Berkeley  has  bocn  gudty  of  a  breach  of 
our  privileges;  if  he  has,  I  would  not  urge 
any  harsh  or  vindictive  steps  against  him; 
I  would  admit  that  them  is  much  allow- 
ance to  be  made  for  his  painful  position, 
and  the  excitement  under  which  he  pro- 
bably  spoke,  But  I  do  think  that  this 
House  ought,  by  some  resolution,  by  some 
formal  step,  to  express  its  disapprobation 
of  the  course  that  a  Gentleman,  wiio  has 
been  a  Member  of  this  IIou9e«  thought  fit 
to  take;  and,  at  all  events,  I  hope  the 
House  will  give  to  us,  the  Members  of  the 
Committee,  the  consolation  of  feeling  that, 


at  least  in  the  opinioii  of  this  House,  we 
have  conscientiously,  and  to  the  best  of  our 
ability,  discharged  the  duty  which  the 
House  thought  fit  to  impose  upon  us. 

Lord  J.  HAY  :  Having  been  one  of  the 
Friends  alluded  to  by  the  hon*  Baronet 
(Sir  W.  Clay),  1  think  it  my  duty  to  state 
to  the  House — a  duty  I  owe  also  to  my 
hon.  Friend — that,  having  been  consulted 
by  him  to  preserve  his  honour  in  the  course 
which  it  would  bo  proper  for  him  to  take, 
and  having  given  my  beat  consideration  to 
the  speech  said  to  having  been  made  by 
Mr.  Craven  Berkeley  at  Cheltenham,  I 
unhesitatingly  came  to  the  decision  that 
my  hon.  Friend  was  not  justified  in  seek- 
ing private  redress  for  an  indignity  offered 
to  him  when  in  the  discharge  of  a  public 
duty  in  the  Committee  upstairs.  But, 
anxious  as  1  was,  not  being  sufficiently  ac- 
quainted with  the  forms  of  the  House,  to 
guide  my  Friend  in  the  true  path  of  ho- 
nour. I  appealed  to  the  opiaion  of  a  noble 
Friend  of  mine,  a  most  distinguished  mili- 
tary officer,  who,  taking  the  ca^e  into  his 
eonaideration.  came  with  rayaejlf  to  the 
opinion  I  have  already  stated  to  the 
House,  that  my  hon.  Friend  would  not 
bo  justified  in  seeking  privato  redress  for 
the  indignity  ottered  to  him  in  that  speisch 
of  Mr,  Berkeley  at  Cheltenham. 

VwcouxT  PALME RSTON  :  I  am  sure 
the  liougo  will  think  that  it  required  no 
explanation  from  my  hon.  Friend,  and  no 
viudicatiou,  to  prove  to  this  House  and  to 
the  country  that  the  attack  made  upon  him 
by  Mr*  Craven  Berkeley  had  no  founda- 
tion whatever,  and  is  perfectly  undeserved, 
tn  regard  to  the  course  which  my  hon. 
Friend  thinks  that  this  House  might  take 
upon  the  subject,  I  would  venture  humbly 
to  Bubmit  to  him  and  to  the  House,  that 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  it 
might  bo  a  sulhcieut  satisfaction  to  him- 
self  and  to  the  other  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, whose  conduct  on  this  occasion  is 
impugned,  that  this  House  has  shown  by 
the  most  general,  and,  indeed,  universal 
expresaion  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  all  the 
Members  present,  that  it  considers  there 
m  uo  foundation  for  the  charge,  and  that 
therefore  their  characters  and  conduct 
stand  perfectly  unim peached  by  anything 
that  may  have  passed  in  relation  to  the 
matter.  1  am  persuaded  that  any  friend 
of  Mr.  Berkeley*a  whom  he  may  consult 
upon  the  subject,  will  tell  him  that  the 
course  which  he  was  led  in  a  moment  of 
irritation  to  pursue,  strikes  at  the  root  of 
the  administration  of  justice  ui  this  coun- 
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try,  and  ia  one  therefore  which  it  is  unfit- 
ting to  any  person,  however  irritated  and 
however  mortified  at  the  moment,  to  pur- 
sue. It'is  ohvious,  that  if  those  who,  either 
as  Memhers  of  this  House  or  of  any  other 
court  of  justice,  pronounce,  according  to 
the  hest  of  their  judgment,  decisions  upon 
cases  which  come  hefore  them,  are  liahle 
to  he  personally  attacked  by  disappointed 
parties  in  consequence  of  the  honest  and 
conscientious  discharge  of  their  duties,  the 
sources  of  justice  in  this  country  will  be 
poisoned;  and  it  is  impossible  to  expect 
that  men  will  administer  their  judicial 
functions  with  that  impartiality,  that  up- 
rightness, that  fearlessness,  which  it  is 
essential  to  have  on  all  occasions  preserved 
in  our  tribunals.  I  should  hope  that  the 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  which  has 
been  drawn  forth  upon  this  subject,  would, 
on  the  one  hand,  tend  to  show  Mr.  Ber- 
keley that  he  is  in  error  in  the  course 
which  he  has  pursued,  and  may  on  the 
other  hand  satisfy  the  feelings  of  my  hon. 
Friend  and  the  other  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee.— Motion  agreed  to. 

OFFICIAL  RETURNS. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  had  given  notice 
of  his  intention  to  move  for  returns  of  the 
entries  of  British  West  India  sugar,  <kc., 
as  reported  in  the  Customs  Bill  (A)  of 
entry,  because  it  had  been  said,  the  other 
day,  that  he  had  found  a  "  mare*s  nest." 
If  any  Member  of  the  Government,  how- 
ever, would  get  up  and  say  that  his  state- 
ment was  correct,  he  would  not  ask  for  the 
returns. 

Mr.  PARKER  was  sorry  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  not  present;  but  he  believed 
that  the  statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
was  correct,  and  that  the  statement  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  was  equally  correct. 
Both  sides  were  right,  the  returns  having 
been  made  up  in  two  different  ways. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  did  not  see  how 
it  was  possible  for  both  statements  to  be 
correct;  but  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
acknowledgment  that  his  own  was  accu- 
rate, and  therefore  ho  would  not  press 
for  those  returns. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday y  September  5,  1848. 

MiMUTBS.]  Received  the  Royal  Assent,^  Exchequer  BUb| 
ContoUdated  Fund  (ApproprUtton) ;  Copper  and  Leed 
Dtttiet ;  Sttre  Tnde  (Moiott);  Loetl  A«Ci;  Witt  India 


Coloniea  and  Mauritiuit  Fercr  (Ireland)  t  Tiodiif  Mafl« 
ten.  Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland) ;  Savings  Banks  (Ire> 
land) ;  City  of  London  Sewers. 

NORTH  WALES  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

The  Yeoman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  ac- 
quainted the  House,  that  William  Chad- 
wick,  Esquire,  the  Chairman,  and  John 
Marriner,  Esquire,  the  Secretary  of  the 
said  Company,  were  not  in  Attendance 
(pursuant  to  the  Orders  of  this  House  of 
Yesterday);  whereupon  the  Deputy  Ser- 
jeant at  Arms  was  called  in,  and  examined 
as  to  the  Service  of  the  said  Order  upon 
William  Chadwick,  when  he  stated  that  he 
had  not  served  the  said  William  Chadwick 
personally,  in  consequence  of  his  heing  at 
Liverpool,  hut  had  executed  the  said  Ser- 
vice upon  his  Son;  and  then  Samuel  Leth- 
bridge  (one  of  the  Doorkeepers),  was  called 
in,  and  examined  as  to  the  Service  of  the 
said  Order  upon  John  Marriner,  when  he 
stated  that  he  had  not  served  the  said  John 
Marriner  personally,  in  consequence  of  his 
being  out  of  Town,  but  where,  his  Family 
did  not  know. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  under 
these  circumstances  the  arrest  of  the  two 
above-named  individuals  for  non-attendance 
would  not  be  warranted,  personal  service 
not  having  been  sufficiently  proved,  al- 
though *  he  held  a  letter  in  his  hands  from 
one  of  the  parties,  acknowledging  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  summons,  and  promising  com-* 
pliance  with  it.  He,  therefore,  moved  an 
order  for  the  attendance  of  these  two  indi- 
viduals on  the  first  Monday  after  the  meet- 
ing of  Parliament  in  the  ensuing  Session, 
and  that  they  be  directed  to  produce  at  that 
time  the  Papers  ordered  by  this  House  on 
the  3rd  of  August  last;  together  with  an 
Account  of  all  Receipts  and  Disbursements 
of  the  North  Wales  Railway,  during  the 
Year  1848. 

.  Lord  CAMPBELL  conceived  that  under 
the  circumstances  all  that  could  be  done 
was  to  agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  Lord, 
which,  though  slow,  would  be  sure. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT. 

This  day  being  appointed  for  the  Proro- 
gation of  the  Parliament  by  Her  Majesty 
in  person,  the  necessary  preparations  were 
made  for  Her  Majesty's  reception. 

Iler  Majesty  entered  the  House,  accom- 
panied by  the  Prince  Albert  and  by  the 
Great  Officers  of  State,  about  twenty  mi- 
nutes after  One  o'clock;  and  being  seated 
on  the  Throne,  and  the  Commons  (who 
were   sent  for)  being    come  with   their 
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speaker,  he  mode  the  following  Speech  to 
Her  Majesty : — 

**  Most  Gracious  Sovereign, 

"  We,  Your  Majesty's  faithful  Commons 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  attend  Your  Majesty,  after  a 
protracted  and  lahorious  Session,  with  our 
last  Bills  of  Supply. 

**  After  a  most  patient  and  careful  exa- 
mination of  the  Estimates,  which,  hy  your 
Majesty's  commands,  were  laid  hefore  us, 
we  have  made  every  practicable  reduction 
in  the  public  expenditure,  at  the  same 
time  that  we  have  had  regard  to  the  finan- 
cial state  and  prospects  of  this  country  as 
affected  by  the  commercial  embarrassments 
of  the  past  year,  and  by  the  interruption 
of  trade  consequent  upon  the  late  political 
events  in  Europe.  We  have  taken  every 
precaution  to  secure  the  efficiency  of  all 
the  departments  of  the  public  service. 

"In  obedience  to  Your  Majesty's  most 
gracious  recommendation,  which  was  com- 
municated to  us  by  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion, our  attention  has  been  specially  di- 
rected to  measures  relating  to  public 
health.  It  is  impossible  to  overrate  the 
importance  of  a  subject  so  deeply  affecting 
the  comfort  and  happiness  of  the  poorer 
classes;  and  we  confidently  hope  that  if  the 
measures  which  have  been  passed  are  car- 
ried out  in  the  same  spirit  in  which  they 
have  been  framed,  they  will  greatly  tend 
to  lessen  the  amount  of  human  suffering, 
and  to  promote  the  moral  improvement  as 
well  as  the  contentment  of  the  labouring 
classes  in  densely  populous  districts. 

**  Not  unmindful  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  nor  of  the  distressed  state  of 
the  poor  in  that  country,  owing  to  the 
limited  demand  for  labour,  we  have  pro- 
vided additional  funds,  arising  from  the 
repayment  of  previous  loans,  to  be  ex- 
pended on  public  works  ;  and  we  have 
also  removed  the  impediments  to  the 
sale  of  encumbered  estates,  in  order  to 
encourage,  as  much  as  possible,  the  ap- 
plication of  capital  to  the  improvement  of 
land. 


"  Th6  dpirit  of  insubdrdinatidn  ii^ieh 
has  prevailed  in  various  parts  of  ih«'OoQni> 
try,  especially  in  Ireland,  has  forced  upon 
our  consideration  topics  of  a  grave  and 
far  more  anxious  character.  Wo  haine 
cordially  concurred  in  those  meaBoree 
which  have  been  thought  necessary  te  se«> 
cure  obedience  to  the  laws,  and  to  repress 
and  prevent  outrage  and  rebellion. 

''  Deeply  sensible  of  the  value  of  those 
institutions  under  which  we  have  the  hap- 
piness to  live,  no  effort  on  our  part  lias 
been  wanting  to  preserve  them  from  the 
evil  designs  of  misguided  men,  who,  tak- 
ing advantage  of  a  season  of  temporary 
distress,  have  endeavoured  to  excite  dis- 
content and  insurrection. 

''  We  have  witnessed  with  gratitude  and 
proud  satisfaction  the  unequivocal  ezpres* 
sion,  on  the  part  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  of  these  realms,  of  attachment  to 
their  Sovereign  and  respect  for  the  law;  and 
we,  as  their  representatives,  partioipating 
to  the  fullest  extent  in  these  feelings,  now 
tender  to  Your  Majesty  the  sincere  expres* 
sion  of  our  devotion  and  loyalty.** 

And  the  Royal  Assent  having  been  given 
to  several  Bills,  HER  MAJESTY  was 
then  pleased  to  make  a  most  Gracious 
Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  as 
follows : — 

"  My  Lorchy  and  Gentlemen, 

'*  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  release 
you  from  the  Duties  of  a  laborious 
and  protracted  Session. 

'*The  Act  for  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  and  Outrage  in  Ireland^  which 
received  My  Assent  at  the  Commence- . 
men t  of  the  Session,  was  attended  by 
the  most  beneficial  Effects.  The  open 
Display  of  Arms  intended  for  Crimi- 
nal Purposes  was  checked;  theCoarse. 
of  Justice  was  no  longer  interrupted; 
and  several  atrocious  Murderers,  who 
had  spread  Terror  through  the  Coun- 
try, were  apprehended,  tried,  and 
convicted. 

"The  Distress  in  Ireland  conse- 
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quenl  upon  successive  Failures  in  the 
Production  of  Food  has  been  miti- 
gated by  the  Application  of  the  Law 
for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor,  and  by 
the  Amount  of  charitable  Contribu- 
tions raised  in  other  Parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

"On  the  other  hand, organised  Con- 
federacies took  advantage  of  the  ex- 
isting Pressure  to  excite  My  suffering 
Subjects  to  Rebellion.  Hopes  of 
Plunder  and  Confiscation  were  held 
out  to  tempt  the  distressed^  while  the 
most  visionary  Prospects  were  exhi- 
bited to  the  ambitious.  In  this  Con- 
juncture I  applied  to  your  Loyalty  and 
Wisdom  for  increased  Powers ;  and, 
strengthened  by  your  prompt  Concur- 
rence, My  Government  was  enabled 
to  defeat,  in  a  few  Days,  Machinations 
which  had  been  prepared  during 
many  Months.  The  Energy  and  De- 
cision shown  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  in  this  Emergency  deserve 
My  warmest  Approbation. 

"  In  the  Midst  of  these  Difficulties 
you  have  continued  your  Labours  for 
the  Improvement  of  the  Laws ;  the 
Act  for  facilitating  the  Sale  of  In- 
cumbered Estates  will,  I  trust,  gra- 
dually remove  an  Evil  of  great  Mag- 
nitude in  the  Social  State  of  Ireland. 

"The  System  of  perpetual  Entails 
of  Land  established  in  Scotland  pro- 
duced very  serious  Evils  both  to 
Heirs  of  Entail  and  to  the  Commu- 
nity, and  I  have  had  great  Satisfac- 
tion in  seeing  it  amended  upon  Prin- 
ciples which  have  long  been  found  to 
operate  beneficially  in  this  Part  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

**  I  have  given  My  cordial  Assent 
to  the  Measures  which  have  in  view 
the  Improvement  of  the  Public 
Health,  and  I  entertain  an  earnest 
Hope  that  a  Foundation  has  been 


laid  for  continual  Advances  in  thiel 
beneficent  Work. 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 
Commons, 

"  I  have  to  thank  you  for  the  Rea- 
diness with  which  you  have  granted 
the  Supplies  necessary  for  the  Public 
Service. 

"  I  shall  avail  Myself  of  every  Op- 
portunity which  the  Exigencies  of 
the  State  may  allow  for  enforcing 
Economy. 

"  My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen^ 

"  I  have  renewed  in  a  formal  Man- 
ner My  Diplomatic  Relations  with 
the  Government  of  France.  The 
good  Understanding  between  the  Two 
Countries  has  continued  without  the 
slightest  Interruption. 

"  Events  of  deep  Importance  have 
disturbed  the  internal  Tranquillity  of 
many  of  the  States  of  Europe,  both 
in  the  North  and  in  the  South.  These 
Events  have  led  to  Hostilities  be- 
tween neighbouring  Countries. 

"  I  am  employing  My  good  Offices^ 
in  concert  with  other  friendly  Powers, 
to  bring  to  an  amicable  Settlement 
these  Differences;  and  I  trust  that 
our  Efforts  may  be  successful. 

'*  I  am  rejoiced  to  think  that  an 
increasing  Sense  of  the  Value  of 
Peace  encourages  the  Hope  that  the 
Nations  of  Europe  may  continue  in 
the  Enjoyment  of  its  Blessings. 
Amidst  these  Convulsions  I  have  had 
the  Satisfaction  of  being  able  to  pre- 
serve Peace  for  My  own  Dominions, 
and  to  maintain  our  domestic  Tran- 
quillity, The  Strength  of  our  Insti- 
tutions has  been  tried,  and  has  not 
been  found  wanting,  I  have  studied 
to  preserve  the  People  committed  to 
My  Charge  in  the  Enjoyment  of  that 
temperate  Freedom   which   they  so 
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justly  value.  My  People,  on  their 
Side,  feel  too  sensibly  the  Advantages 
of  Order  and  Security  to  allow  the 
Promoters  of  Pillage  and  Confusion 
any  Chance  of  Success  in  their  wick- 
ed Designs. 

"I  acknowledge  with  grateful  Feel- 
ings the  many  Marks  of  Loyalty  and 
Attachment  which  I  have  received 
from  all  Classes  of  my  People.  It 
is  My  earnest  Hope  that  by  cultivat- 
ing Respect  to  the  Law,  and  Obedi- 
ence to  the  Precepts  of  Religion,  the 
Liberties  of  this  Nation  may,  by  the 
Blessings  of  Almighty  God,  be  per- 
petuated." 

Then  the  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  by 
Her  Majesty's  Command,  said — 

"  My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

"It  is  Her  Majesty's  Royal  Will  and 
Pleasure  that  this  Parliament  be  prorogued 
to  Thursday,  the  Second  Day  of  November 
next,  to  be  then  here  holden ;  and  this  Par- 
liament is  accordingly  prorogued  to  Thurs- 
day, the  Second  Day  of  November  next. " 

Her  Majesty  and  Prince  Albert,  accom- 
panied by  the  usual  Royal  attendants,  then 
retired,  and  the  rest  of  the  assembly  shortly 
after  separated. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  September  5,  1848. 

Minutes.]  New  Membbr  SwoRir.'For  Cbeltenluan, 
Charles  Lennox  Grenville  Berkeley,  Esq. 

Pbtitions  Prbscntso.  By  Mr.  T.  C.  Amtey,  from 
Thomas  Ford,  a  Prisoner  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Prison, 
praying  for  an  Inquiry  into  his  Case. — By  Mr.  Hume, 
from  George  Crouch,  of  No.  3,  Tudor  Street,  Blackfiriars, 
respecting  the  Conduct  of  the  London  and  North  Wes- 
tern Railway  Company. 

ATTENDANCE  OF  JUDGES  AT 
CHAMBERS. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  House  would  recollect,  that  on  Friday, 
in  answer  to  a  question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Youghal  (Mr.  Anstey), 
he  had  read  a  letter  from  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice Wilde,  relative  to  the  attendance  of 
Judges  at  Chambers.  On  his  (tbo  Attor- 
ney Gcuerars)  arrival  in  town  tbis  morn- 
ing he  found  a  letter  from  Mr.  Justice  Cole- 


ridge, expressing  his  views  on  the  snbjeety 
which  that  learned  Judge  had  requested 
him  (the  Attorney  General)  to  make  as 
public  as  possible.  With  the  permission 
of  the  House  he  would  therefore  read  the 
letter,  which  was  in  these  terms : — 

"  My  attention  has  been  called  this  mormmg  to 
the  Times*  report  of  a  speech  made  by  yon,  and  a 
letter  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  theConunoft 
Pleas  read  by  you  in  the  House  of  Commons,  on 
Friday  last.  I  am  personally  interested  in  both, 
because,  if  the  view  then  presented  be  oorreet,  I 
am  the  judge  now  in  dc&ult,  and  who  ought  to  bo 
in  attendance  at  chambers.  Having  seen  no  au- 
thorised copy  of  the  letter,  it  will  be  better  for  me 
to  make  no  direct  comments  on  what  may  be  aa 
incorrect  report,  but  to  state,  as  accurately  as  I 
can  from  recollection,  the  fiicts  of  the  case.'' 

Although  he  (the  Attorney  General)  had 
not  seen  the  report  to  which  the  learned 
Judge  referred,  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  letter  had  been  accurately  given. 
Justice  Coleridge  proceeded : — 

**  I  have  this  advantage,  that  I  was  proMiit  el 

the  meeting  referred  to,  took  part  in  the  disoiuh 
sion,  and  lutve  had  occasion  to  refresh  my  me- 
mory on  the  subject.  It  is  perfectly  correot  that 
until  1838  it  was  not  considered  the  duty  of  any 
judge  to  attend  in  town  during  the  long  vacation. 
At  a  meeting  of  the  Judges,  either  in  that  year 
or  the  preceding  winter,  the  subject  was  taken 
into  consideration,  and  a  resolution  was  come  to, 
that,  for  the  future,  the  junior  judge  who  had  not 
once  performed  the  duty  should,  in  every  year, 
undertake  the  attendance  at  ohambert  during  the 
long  vacation.  In  the  course  of  the  disoossioii 
it  was  distinctly  considered  whether  the  Chief 
Justices  and  Chief  Baron  should  attend  in  torn, 
and  it  was,  without  any  division,  resolved  in  the 
affirmative,  on  the  ground  that,  as  we  were  all 
undertaking  a  new  duty — incumbent  on  none  of 
us  when  appointed — there  was  no  reason  for  ex- 
empting them ;  and  the  rather  as  they  in  their 
turn,  and  according  to  seniority  only  of  appoint- 
ment, claimed  to  take  the  chamber  business  diu^ 
ing  the  circuits ;  the  practice  as  to  both  having 
grown  out  of  the  same  circumstance,  the  appoint- 
ment of  three  additional  judges.  Lord  lienman 
and  the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice  Tindal  were  both 
present,  and,  speaking  from  recollection,  1  am 
certain  that  neither  of  thep  expressed  any  dit* 
sent.  Lord  Abinger  was  not  present,  and  he  did 
dissent  from  the  whole  resolution,  and  declared 
that  he  would  not  be  bound  by  it ;  not,  however^ 
because  he  took  any  distinction  between  the  chie& 
and  the  puisne  judges,  but  because  he  thought 
that  some  recreation  and  cessation  from  labour 
was  necessary  for  every  judge  in  every  year,  and 
that  he  was  not  called  on  to  add  spontaneooily  to 
the  duties  which  he  had  undertaken  on  his  af- 
pointment.  Ue  died  before  it  came  to  his  turn, 
and  whether  he  would  have  adhered  to  hie  reso- 
lution, of  course,  cannot  be  known.  I  wai  not 
aware  that  any  judge  who  was  present  at  the 
framing  of  the  rule  had  ever  expressed  a  doubt  as 
to  its  construction  or  operation  ;  and  I  had  only 
heard  in  so  vague  a  way,  before  the  circuit,  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  quea* 
tioning  it,  as  to  make  me  think  it  poitibli  he 
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might  take  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  on  it.  This 
not  being  done,  I  concluded  that  no  difSculty 
vrould  be  made.  I  left  town  under  that  impres- 
sion, nor  was  I  informed  until  the  end  of  the 
circuit  that  the  chambers  would  be  left  un- 
provided. When,  according  to  a  plainly  expressed 
rule,  my  turn  shall  come,  I  trust  I  shall  not  be 
found  absent  fi-om  my  post.  At  present  I  say 
nothing  of  the  exhaustion  consequent  on  a  labo- 
rious circuit,  because  I  am  unwilling,  by  acqui- 
escence in  the  view  which  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
takes  of  it,  to  affect  the  interests  of  the  puisne 
judges  in  a  matter  of  no  small  importance  to  their 
comfort  and  health.  I  should  be  obliged  to  you 
in  your  place  to  give  this  communication  the 
same  publicity  which  you  have  given  to  the  letter 
of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  I  shall  send  a  copy 
of  it  to  the  Lord  Chancellor." 

It  appeared,  from  this  letter,  that  Mr. 
Justice  Coleridge  was  of  opinion  that  the 
resolution  to  which  he  referred  hound  the 
Chief  Justices  as  well  as  the  puisne  judges. 
This  was,  however,  a  matter  to  he  settled 
hj  the  Judges  themselves ;  and  he  could 
only  express  a  hope  that  they  would  take 
care  the  puhlic  suffered  no  inconvenience 
while  they  were  engaged  in  determining 
what  course  they  would  adopt. 

DEMERARA. 
Mr.  HUME  hegged  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  whether  any 
measures  had  heen  taken  in  consequence 
of  the  Combined  Court  at  Demerara  hav- 
ing separated  without  voting  any  supplies 
beyond  the  30th  of  September  ? 


Mr.  ha  WES  replied,  that  the  period 
for  which  the  Court  had  voted  supplies 
had  not  yet  expired,  and  that,  therefore, 
no  deficiency  had  occurred.  The  deter- 
mination of  the  Combined  Court  to  vote 
supplies  only  for  a  certain  time  appeared 
to  have  arisen  from  their  dissatisfaction  at 
Earl  Grey's  refusing  his  assent  to  certain 
reductions  of  expenditure  which  they  had 
proposed.  That  noble  Lord  had,  however, 
stated  most  distinctly  to  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  British  Guiana  that  he  would 
be  ready  to  give  his  most  earnest  attention 
to  any  well-considered  system  of  reduction 
and  economy  which  had  been  calmly  pre- 
pared, with  something  like  discrimination 
and  justice,  but  that  he  certainly  could  not 
sanction  an  indiscriminate  resolution  for 
reducing  the  salaries  of  all  officials  25  per 
cent,  without  any  regard  to  the  nature  of 
the  duties  they  had  to  perform. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  a  specific  resolution 
had  been  proposed  to  reduce  the  salary  of 
the  next  Governor  from  5,000Z.  to  3,500?., 
and  upon  that  the  whole  question  turned. 

PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT. 

Message  to  attend  Her  Majesty;  the 
House  went;  and  the  Royal  Assent  was 
given  to  several  Bills  ;  after  which  Her 
Majesty  was  pleased  to  make  a  Most 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament. 


THE    END    OF    SESSION    1848. 
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SPEECH   OF   THE  RIGHT  HONOURABLE   LORD  BROUGHAM,  ON  THE 
"BUSINESS  OF  THE  SESSION."— Tuesday,  July  20,  1847. 


(See  Vol.  XCIV.  p.  670.) 


Lord  BROUGHAM :  My  Lords,  I  rise 
according  to  the  notice  which  I  havo  given, 
to  hring  before  the  House  a  subject  of  the 
last  importance — I  mean  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  Government  and  by  Parlia- 
ment during  the  Session  now  so  near  its 
close;  and  in  proposing  this  grave  matter 
to  your  Lordships,  I  hardly  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  refer  to  my  past  conduct  during 
that  Session,  from  the  first  to  the  last,  in 
order  to  show  that  I  have  not  been  ac- 
tuated by  any  desire  of  pertinacious  oppo- 
sition. I  have  given  my  support  to  mea- 
sures which  I  believed  to  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country,  without  any 
regard  whatever  to  those  who  proposed 
them ;  and,  when  I  have  resisted  some 
things,  to  which,  upon  deliberate  consi- 
deration, I  could  not  consistently  lend  my 
support,  I  have  either  abstained  from  de- 
bating them  altogether,  that  I  might  not 
be  charged  with  taking  a  factious  course; 
or  when  I  have  debated  them,  it  was  only 
in  cases  where  I  felt  I  had  no  right  to  suffer 
the  measures  to  pass  in  silence.  I  therefore 
think  I  have  a  right  to  claim  from  your 
Lordships  a  belief  in  the  assurance  I  now 
make,  and  with  which  I  preface  my  pre- 
sent address  to  the  House — that  I  am  not 
actuated  by  any  factious  design  or  party 
feeling  whatever,  but  that  I  am  about  to 
speak  for  what  I  hold  to  be  the  interests 
of  the  country  in  the  highest  branch  of  its 
concerns — the  legislation  of  the  realm. 
In  bringing  under  the  view  of  your  Lord- 
ships, therefore,  before  you  separate,  the 
course  which  legislation  has  taken  during 
the  past  Session,  I  do  it  without  meaning 
to  bring  any  vague  or  general  complaints 
— still  less  with  the  design  of  casting 
blame  on  the  Government.     Much  that  I 
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complain  of  was  inevitable,  and  was  inci- 
dental to  the  circumstances  of  the  country; 
much  might  have  happened  under  any  Ad- 
ministration; and  even  where  to  blame 
becomes  unavoidable,  I  shall  do  so  with 
reluctance,  limiting  my  censures  by  the 
necessity  of  the  case.  But,  also,  I  repeat, 
that  I  wish  not  to  indulge  in  vague  and 
idle  regrets,  any  more  than  in  vehement 
invective.  My  object  is  practical;  I  de- 
sire, from  examining  the  past,  to  gather 
lessons  for  the  future,  turning  our  experi- 
ence to  our  advantage,  and  extracting  profit 
from  the  loss  of  time  we  have  sustained, 
so  that  it  may  be  rendered  impossible  the 
country  should  ever  again  be  visited  with 
the  calamity  of  such  another  Session  ;  a 
Session  which,  both  for  the  signal  failures 
in  attempting  to  do  right,  and  for  a  griev- 
ous  success  in  the  wrong  direction,  very 
far  exceeds  any  of  which  our  Parlia- 
mentary history  has  preserved  the  record. 
I  will  begin,  with  the  leave  of  your 
Lordships,  by  adverting  to  what  forms  a 
very  small  part  of  my  present  contempla- 
tions— by  pointing  your  eyes  to  a  very 
limited  portion  of  the  canvas  we  are  about 
exploring — I  mean  the  measures  which 
actually  have  been  adopted.  I  was  about 
to  say  that  these  unhappily  occupy  a  most 
insignificant  space.  But  I  can  use  no 
such  expression.  On  the  contrary,  I  can- 
not cast  my  eyes  towards  them,  and  not 
feel  very  thankful  that  they  are  few  in 
number — so  evil  and  pernicious  is  their 
quality — so  injurious  their  whole  tendency. 
They,  however,  claim  a  precedence  in  dis- 
cussing business  of  the  Session ;  they  at 
least  are  real,  substantial  existences,  how 
hurtful  soever  their  being  called  into  life 
may  prove.  With  all  possible  respect  for 
2D 
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measures  which  have  obtained  the  sanction 
of  Parliament,  I  must  freely  declare  my 
fixed  opinion,  that  never  have  worse  laws, 
very  seldom  as  bad  laws,  been  made  by 
any  Parliament.  But  it  is  not  my  wish 
to  drag  your  Lordships  again  through  the 
argument  on  those  Bills,  all  of  which  I 
fully  discussed  in  their  progress  through 
the  House,  and  unsuccessfully  resisted. 
Still  I  must  make  mention  of  them  as  a 
faithful  historian  of  the  Session. 

First,  there  is  the  new  plan  for  adminis- 
tering the  poor-law  in  England.  Upon 
this,  and  its  most  certain  and  most  injuri- 
ous tendency  to  make  the  whole  of  that 
administration  matter  of  political  and  of 
party  controversy  from  day  to  day,  I  will 
comment  no  further  than  to  say,  that  the 
very  existence  of  this  new  system,  after 
being  established  thirteen  years  ago,  de- 
pends upon  the  selection  of  the  Minister 
who  is  placed  at  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment. Two  qualities  he  must  possess, 
and  for  these  he  must  be  eminently  dis- 
tinguished. He  must  be  endowed  with 
the  capacity  of  explaining  and  defending 
the  measures  of  the  Board  in  Parliament, 
and  he  must  be  a  person  of  perfect  firm- 
ness as  well  as  sound  judgment;  but  es- 
pecially of  firmness,  because,  though  the 
judgment  of  his  colleagues  may  aid  his 
own,  yet  upon  him  it  will  mainly  fall  to 
stand  the  brunt  of  all  opposition,  both 
without  doors  and  within;  and  everything 
will  depend  upon  his  being  a  person  in- 
capable of  yielding  to  the  clamour,  or 
being  deterred  from  the  discharge  of  his 
duty  by  the  unwearied  abuse  with  which 
he  may  be  assailed. 

The  Irish  Relief  Bill  next  claims  our 
attention;  and  certainly  I,  for  one,  have 
never  been  able  to  see  the  wisdom — nay, 
nor  the  possibility — of  any  Government 
taking  upon  itself  the  task  of  feeding  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  But  this  we 
have  done  in  Ireland;  and  if  you  tell  me 
that  the  distress  is  local,  being  confined 
chiefly  to  six  counties,  yet  I  find  that  no 
fewer  than  2,900,000  and  odd  persons  are 
now  sustained,  actually  fed,  by  supplies 
drawn  from  the  scanty  resources  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  doled  out  by 
Government  officers  appointed  to  distribute 
their  food.  This  we  are  told  is  to  cease. 
But  when  ?  I  confess  that  I  look  forward 
with  deep  alarm  to  the  cessation  of  that 
relief — alarm  for  the  peace  of  the  country; 
for  I  have  always  thought  it  one  of  the 
worst  characteristics  of  the  perilous  course 
on  which  we  have  entered  that  it  could 


not  possibly  last  long,  because  the  means 
of  continuing  it  are  necessarily  limited. 
If,  then,  the  distress  continues,  and  if  the 
resources  should  become  exhausted,  as 
they  undoubtedly  must,  and  relief  should 
cease,  the  result  would  be  not  only  that 
we  have  put  ofi*  the  evil  day,  but  that  we 
have  made  things  worse  by  increasing  the 
number  of  applicants  for  succour,  and 
making  it  far  more  difficult  to  provide  for 
themselves  when  the  relief  ceased.  The 
people,  I  am  told,  are  now  to  be  thrown 
upon  their  own  resources;  but  I  consider 
it  would  have  been  a  wiser  course  to  hare 
left  them  to  their  own  resources  at  first.  It 
might  have  been  difficult,  perhaps,  to  have 
maintained  the  tranquillity  of  the  country 
under  these  circumstances;  but  I  am  con- 
vinced the  danger  has  been  incalculably 
increased  by  the  perilous  experiment  of 
several  months  relief.  It  is  one  thing  to 
deny  relief  from  the  beginning,  and  throif 
the  people  on  their  own  resources  from  the 
first,  and  quite  another  thing  to  give  tbeni 
relief  without  throwing  them  on  their  owA 
resources,  and  afterwards,  having  turned 
them  into  beggars,  to  withdraw  tM 
eleemosynary  dole.  I  must  say,  thei^ 
fore,  that  there  is  much  more  reason  t6 
be  alarmed  for  the  tranquillity  of  the  coiui'> 
try  at  this  moment,  than  if  we  had  nerer 
entered  upon  this  unwise  course.  The 
funds  arc  gone.  The  ten  millions  whieh 
we  voted  are  partly  gift  out  and  out,  partly 
in  name  loan,  but  I  fear  one  of  those  loans 
to  the  distressed  and  the  desperate,  never 
to  be  repaid.  The  doctrine  of  repudiation 
has  been  imported  across  the  Atlantic;  bat 
there  is  this  difl^erence  in  favour  of  the 
Irish,  that  the  odious  and  despicable  prin- 
ciple has  come  from  persons  who  admit 
that  they  had  the  means  of  payment,  but 
who  told  their  creditors  they  would  not 
pay.  In  Ireland  there  will  be  repudiation 
from  hard  necessity,  because  the  means  of 
payment  exist  not.  Should  the  destitution 
in  Ireland  continue,  how  are  the  Govern- 
ment  to  meet  it  without  a  vote  of  credit  ? 
I  have  been  against  the  course  pursued  by 
Government;  but  having  taken  that  course* 
they  ought  to  have  adhered  to  it  consist^ 
ently,  and  gone  on  with  it  as  long  as  th^ 
necessity  continued.  It  might  be  incont^ 
nient  to  do  so,  but  they  should  haTa 
thought  of  that  before  they  began.  Har* 
ing  once  begun,  they  ought  to  continue. 
In  time  of  war  it  is  the  custom  to  take  A 
vote  of  credit  at  the  end  of  every  Session, 
not  because  we  know  the  war  will  continue, 
but  because  peace  may  not  come,  and 
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therefore  we  take  a  vote  of  credit  applica- 
ble to  the  contingency  of  its  continuing. 
And  so,  in  the  present  case,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  taken  a  vote  of  credit 
applicable  to  the  contingency  of  the  dis- 
tress continuing;  for,  as  all  the  money  is 
ffone  save  300,000^  or  400,000Z..  if  the 
distress  lasts  there  can  be  no  relief  until 
after  Christmas. 

I  have  only  one  additional  remark  to 
make  before  I  close  what  I  have  to  say  on 
the  state  of  Ireland.  I  find  in  several 
districts  an  assessment  is  already  made 
amounting  to  9t,  in  the  pound  for  the 
quarter,  or  36s,  a  year,  very  nearly 
double  the  rental  of  Ireland.  And  I  beg 
your  Lordships  to  observe  that  this  is  not 
as  in  England  on  any  old  valuation,  which 
was  considerably  under  the  real  value; 
but  this  is  on  the  real  actual  value.  But 
what  would  you  think  of  36s,  a  quarter  in 
some  districts,  amounting  to  more  than  71, 
a  year  out  of  a  pound  sterling  ?  Unless 
a  pound  in  Ireland  has  the  power  of  ex- 
tending itself  for  the  occasion,  which  it 
was  never  found  to  possess  in  public  or 
private  concerns  in  England,  I  cannot  con- 
ceive a  state  of  things  more  pregnant  with 
ruin,  or  more  full  of  alarm  than  this  con- 
dition of  Ireland. 

Come  we  next  to  the  measures  pro- 
posed in  reference  to  the  hours  of  labour. 
On  this  subject  I  resisted  the  insane  course 
pursued,  but  not  by  the  Government,  and 
I  did  not  oppose  alone.  My  views  were 
supported  by  some  of  the  most  able  and 
judicious  men  in  public  life,  men  of  calm 
and  deliberate  understanding,  whose  opin- 
ions carried  the  greatest  weight,  whom  I 
trust  in  a  public  as  I  esteem  them  in  a 
private  capacity — my  Friends  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty— the  excellent  and  able  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  It  was  a  great  conso- 
lation to  have  their  assistance;  as  well  as 
that  of  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross 
benches  (Lord  Radnor),  who  generally  sup- 
ports the  present  Government.  Within 
the  last  three  days  I  have  seen  that  which 
it  required  no  seer  to  foretell — that  when 
work  was  reduced  from  12  to  10  or  11 
hours,  wages  would  be  reduced  from  12d, 
to  lOd.  or  lid.  That  I  predicted,  and 
that  is  precisely  what  has  happened. 
There  has  been  a  strike  of  workmen  in 
one  of  the  greatest  manufactories  in  York- 
shire, which  belongs  to  some  old  constitu- 
ents of  mine,  men  of  most  humane  dispo- 
sition. But  it  was  not  a  question  of  hu- 
manity;  it  was    a    question    of  pounds. 


shillings,  and  pence.  Had  they  yielded, 
they  would  have  been  ruined;  they  would 
have  been  in  the  Gazette,  When  the  Le- 
gislature said  the  men  shall  only  work 
eleven  hours  instead  of  twelve,  the  master 
was  compelled  to  say,  for  these  eleven 
hours  of  work  they  can  only  have  eleven 
shillings  of  wages. 

I  have  now  gone  through  all  the  mea- 
sures that  have  passed;  I  wish  your  Lord- 
ships joy  of  them,  for  worse  measures 
have  never  passed  in  one  Session.  Hither- 
to I  have  been  dealing  with  actual  existen- 
ces. I  am  now  about  to  descend  to  the 
shades  below,  to  what  the  great  poet  of 
Italy  calls  the  **  mondo  grame,*'  the  lean 
world,  or,  as  his  great  master  has  it,  we 
are  now  to  wander — 

"Ferque  domos  Ditis  vacuas,  et  inania  regna.*^ 

We  are  to  meet  shadows  of  unreal 
things.  Some  were  never  born,  others 
departed  without  a  moment's  warning. 
I  can  say  nothing  to  a  set  of  measures 
which  never  had  a  claim  even  to  tempo- 
rary existence,  but  which  were  mere 
phantasies — mere  **  freaks  that  died  in 
thinking.'*  There  were  various  sugges- 
tions, and  various  measures;  one  Minister 
saying  this  would  happen,  and  another 
that  would  happen;  one  saying  that  more 
liberality  should  be  shown  to  the  Catholic 
Church,  and  others  saying  not  so.  I 
agree  with  the  former.  To  express  such 
an  opinion  is  the  most  unpopular  thing 
that  a  man  can  do  at  the  present  moment; 
but,  unless  truths  are  stated  openly  when 
unpopular,  they  never  can  become  popular. 
I  feel  bound  to  express  my  difference  with 
my  countrymen,  and  my  entire  agreement 
with  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Lans-> 
downe),  who,  when  he  sat  in  the  same  Ca* 
binet,  heartily  joined  our  Friend,  now  no 
more  (Lord  Althorp),  and  others,  myself 
among  them,  in  wishing,  without  delay, 
to  pay  the  Romish  clergy.  Accordingly, 
one  of  our  Colleagues  at  the  time,  ex- 
amined a  Catholic  bishop  as  to  the  mea- 
sure of  paying  their  priests,  and  relieving 
the  people  from  the  burden;  and,  above 
all,  the  priest  from  dependence  for  life  and 
sustentation  on  his  flock,  and,  whether  he 
would  or  not,  on  political  agitators,  and 
thus  being,  whether  he  would  or  no,  him- 
self an  agitator.  Such  was  our  feeling; 
and  the  case  was  put  of  an  allowance  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  My  Colleague 
was  told,  that  from  the  Primate  down  to 
the  lowest  vicar  every  one  would  do  his 
utmost  against  such  a  measure.  But  wbeti 
2D2 


807 


'Meview  of 


{APPENDIX} 


the  Session, 


808 


the  question  was  put,  "  Supposing  we 
pass  such  a  measure  in  spite  of  your  honest 
convictions?'*  He  was  told,  in  the  same 
words,  that  every  one,  from  the  Primate 
down  to  the  lowest  vicar,  would  jump  at 
such  a  provision.  A  Catholic  meeting 
sent  a  gentleman  to  ask  Lord  Althorp  if 
this  scene  had  passed  which  I  had  in  this 
place  descrihed.  But  I  never  had  named 
Lord  Althorp,  and  I  well  knew  it  was  not 
he  who  held  the  conversation — though  it 
was  he  who  had  related  it  to  me.  Lord 
Althorp  answered  in  the  negative,  the 
question  put  heing  whether  he  ever  had 
such  a  conversation  with  the  hishop. 
Wherefore  I  was  placarded,  metaphori- 
cally in  speeches,  really  in  puhlications,  as 
having  told  your  Lordships  a  groundless 
Btory.  But  I  have  Lord  Althorp *s  letter 
re-as^serting  the  whole,  and  naming  the 
Oolle^ue  who  held  the  conversation;  and 
I  then,  while  he  was  present,  re-asserted 
the  whole  in  my  place.  But  I  still  did  not 
state  the  case  so  strongly  as  I  ought;  for 
Lord  Althorp 's  letter  added  what  I  never 
have  mentioned  till  now,  that  the  hishop 
concluded  his  answer  to  the  question, 
"  What  will  you  all  do  when  we  pass  the 
Bill,  and  the  stipends  are  ready  to  he  paid?'* 
**  Oh,  every  one  of  us,  from  the  Primate 
down  to  the  lowest  curate  will  jump  to 
take  them,  and  the  Castle-yard  will  he  as 
if  covered  by  a  flock  of  rooks."  So  much 
for  the  Irish  contradiction  of  the  story.  I 
lament  that  no  such  wise  and  just  measure 
as  this  has  ever  been  adopted;  and  I  also 
heartily  wish  that  the  course  had  been 
taken  which,  thirty  years  ago,  my  old  and 
dear  Friend  on  the  cross  bench  (Lord 
Westminster),  then,  as  now,  an  ornament 
of  our  foreign  diplomacy,  recommended  in 
a  most  able  memorial  to  Mr.  Canning;  and 
by  which  Mr.  Canning  was  convinced — 
namely,  to  establish  a  friendly  intercourse 
with  the  Court  of  Rome,  against  which 
some  men  have  so  unaccountable  a  preju- 
dice. We  have  7,000,000  of  Catholic 
subjects,  and  we  dare  not  hold  intercourse 
with  the  Prince  to  whom  they  look  in 
spiritual  niatters  as  their  Bishop;  and  yet 
no  one  ever  objected  to  our  Ministers  nego- 
tiating to  restore  the  Pope's  temporal 
power,  nay,  to  our  soldiers  forming  at  one 
time  a  body-guard  for  him.  Not  so  does 
the  Court  of  Prussia  act,  whose  Catholic 
subjects  are  less  numerous  than  our  own, 
and  whose  Protestant  people  are  just  as 
averse  to  Popish  error  as  ourselves.  There 
is  an  accredited  Minister  from  Berlin  al- 
ways at  Rome,  where  I  used  to  see  my 


learned  Friend  Mr.  Niebuhr  in  that  capa- 
city, with  Mr.  Bunsen  for  the  seoretarj  of 
his  legation.  And  here,  my  Lorc(8,  while 
I  name  Prussia,  I  must  step  aside  for  the 
sake  of  justice,  and  indeed  as  a  lover  of 
liberty  for  gratitude's  sake,  heartily  to 
express  my  admiration  of  the  illustrious 
Monarch,  who,  nobly  resisting  aU  oppoai* 
tion  from  other  quarters,  and  rising  sa- 
perior  to  the  prejudices  of  his  high  station, 
has  shown  himself  truly  a  Patriot  King» 
by  giving  his  people  a  free  constitution — a 
constitution  containing  very  much  that  b 
excellent,  and  having  in  its  bosom  the 
seeds  of  yet  more  precious  fruit — more  ex- 
tensive political  improvement.  I  griere 
to  think  that  the  gratitude  which  such 
noble  conduct  should  have  reaped  has  not 
in  all  quarters  been  manifested.  But  he 
may  be  assured  that,  in  this  country  at 
least,  his  exalted  merits  are  well  appre- 
ciated by  every  enlightened  mind. 

I  return  to  the  failures  of  the  Session. 
Beside  the  measures  to  which  I  have  ad- 
verted, there  were  others  never  propounded 
in  any  shape,  and  which  yet  all  men-  na- 
turally expected,  some  greatly  dreaded; 
which  many,  therefore,  are  much  pleased 
to  have  heard  nothing  more  of.  These 
puny  hardly  even  embryo  schemes — these 
fancies  or  freaks  have  all  gone  down  to 
the  limbo  of  vanity,  and  have  never  been. 
Thus,  one  Minister,  before  his  accession 
to  office,  would  have  some  great  change 
wrought  on  the  Irish  Church,  which  he 
proclaimed  to  be  the  monster  evil  of  the 
country,  and  declared  to  have  for  150 
years  been  the  real  cause  of  all  the  sufier- 
ings  of  the  Irish  people.  Bat  others  of 
the  Government  holding  other  opinions* 
that  notion  vanished  away  with  many 
others.  Such  measures  were  hardly  ever 
endued  with  life,  or  at  least  with  more  life 
than  to  utter  an  infantile  cry — 

"  Continuo  audita)  voces,  vagitas  et  ingem 
Infuntumque  aniinac  flcntes  in  limine  prima. "- 
They  never  looked  beyond  the  threshold 
of  life.  But  now,  in  pursuing  our  •  way 
under  the  guidance  of  the  Sybil — the  Book 
of  Votes — we  are  surrounded  by  a  whole 
crowd  of  ghosts;  shadows  of  measures 
of  various  sizes,  of  various  degrees  of  im- 
portance; but  all  have  suffered  from  one 
pitiless  process  of  abandonment  or  mas- 
sacre. Let  us  review  them.  The  Bill  on 
polling  at  elections  in  Ireland  was  a  most 
proper  and  useful  measure,  and  a  well- 
timed  one  also,  though  it  was  late  of  beinff 
brought  in.  It  was  introduced  on  the  24th 
of  June,  80  that  its  premature  death  is  not 
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a  matter  of  surprise.  It  was,  to  confine 
within  the  space  of  a  day  the  polling  at 
county  elections;  a  most  necessary  regula- 
tion, especially  in  the  present  state  of  the 
country.  But  this  measure  is  ahandoned,- 
and  it  may  he  passed  after  the  general 
election  which  recommended  it  has  heen 
long  forgotten.  The  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tors Bill  was  introduced  on  the  2nd  of 
June  to  enahle  voters  to  tender  their 
votes  though  they  had  not  paid  rates,  pro- 
vided the  money  had  not  heen  demanded. 
Penalties  were  imposed  on  the  rating  of- 
ficer if  he  refused  to  rate  a  person  who 
applied  to  he  rated,  and  if  the  person  was 
thus  rejected  he  was  entitled  to  vote. 
Those  provisions  were  equitahle  and  ap- 
propriate to  the  season;  for  they  were  pro- 
posed on  the  eve  of  a  general  election. 
But  the  Bill  was  gone  to  join  its  hrother 
Bill;  and  as  it  is  not  passed  when  the 
numher  of  elections  ahout  to  take  place 
rendered  it  necessary,  it  may  hereafter 
pass  when  there  are  none  for  it  to  operate 
upon. 

Then  there  were  measures  expected  for 
bettering  the  condition  of  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, and  lessening  the  injurious  competi- 
tion for  land.  Such  measures  had  been 
specially  recommended  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  I  only  know  of  one  being  intro- 
duced. A  Bill  was  brought  in  to  give  cer- 
tain facilities  to  the  owners  of  encumbered 
estates.  Such  a  measure  might  have 
been  of  the  greatest  possible  benefit. 
Some  thought  it  the  only  Irish  measure 
which  could  be  approved,  others  thought 
it  by  far  the  best  of  the  whole.  I  regret 
that  the  alarm  of  the  Irish  landlords  as  to 
mortgagees  calling  in  their  money  should 
such  a  measure  pass,  stood  in  the  way. 
That  would  have  happened  to  a  far  less 
extent  than  they  supposed.  There  never 
was  a  reduction  of  interest  but  the  alarm 
arose  that  mortgagees  would  call  in ;  and 
suppose  they  did,  I  say  if  persons  are  in  a 
state  of  embarrassment,  they  ought  quam 
primum  to  look  their  necessities  in  the 
face,  and  come  to  an  understanding  with 
their  creditors.  The  measure  in  question 
had  a  beneficial  intention  and  tendency. 
It  gave  much  valuable  help  to  owners  of 
incumbered  estates  which  were  in  settle- 
ment. But  even  for  its  tendency,  so  much 
dreaded  by  debtors,  I  consider  it  to  have 
been  highly  useful  and  really  beneficial  to 
those  very  debtors.  How  many  bankrupt- 
cies, how  many  insolvencies  have  I  known, 
what  countless  perplexities,  what  endless 
confusion,  what  miseryt  banishing  sleep  by 


night  and  rest  by  day,  which  all  entirely 
originated  in  a  person  not  having  the  firm- 
ness and  moral  courage  early  enough  to 
look  his  difficulties  in  the  face,  and  ascer- 
tain the  fact  whether  his  estate  was  his 
own  property  or  the  property  of  his  credi- 
tors, and  if  it  was  the  property  of  his 
creditors  to  come  to  an  instant  arrange- 
ment, just  to  one  party  and  beneficial  to 
both.  One  great  advantage  of  the  Bill 
would  have  been  its  eflfect  in  this  respect. 
But  I  grieve  to  say  it  has  been  abandoned. 
Then  there  was  the  Railways  Bill,  which 
no  one  can  mention  without  exciting  a 
smile.  Yet  it  was  a  most  useful  measure, 
and  the  Legislature  was  only  ridiculed  by 
the  manner  of  its  abandonment.  It  was 
the  first  instance  in  this  country,  so  far  as 
I  can  discover,  in  which  the  Government 
has  interposed  to  take  upon  itself  the  ad- 
ministration and  superintendence  of  a  large 
mass  of  commercial  and  private  transac- 
tions. The  East  India  Company  and  the 
Bank  of  England,  being  of  the  nature  of 
monopolies,  are  placed  in  peculiar  circum- 
stances. But  the  Railways  Bill  exhibited 
the  first  instance  of  such  interference  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  country 
with  private  concerns.  I  entirely  ap- 
proved of  the  interference.  The  noble 
and  gallant  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton) had  said,  eight  or  ten  years  ago,  with 
his  wonted  sagacity,  that  we  had  too  long 
delayed  interfering.  Still,  that  was  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  interfere  now. 
There  are  many  reasons  why  we  ought  to 
interfere  with  railway  concerns;  first,  we 
had  got  the  whole  country  covered  with  a 
network  of  railways  ;  next,  we  had,  in 
consequence  of  railways,  the  old  travelling 
abolished;  then,  the  innumerable  quantity 
of  persons  who  travelled  by  them,  and  the 
risk  of  accidents,  made  it  necessary  that 
there  should  be  a  police  superintendence 
exercised;  and,  lastly  and  principally,  the 
Legislature  had  granted  a  monopoly  to  the 
railway  companies,  because  it  had  granted 
them  the  power  of  taking  property  com- 
pulsorily.  "When  Sir  Hugh  Myddleton 
brought  the  New  River  to  London,  he  had 
not  such  powers,  and  accordingly  it  had 
to  take  a  tortuous  course,  more  so  than 
the  Meander  itself;  for  Sir  Hugh  was 
obliged  to  go  where  he  could  contract 
for  lands  ;  and  that  was  very  inconve- 
nient to  the  public  as  well  as  to  the  un- 
dertakers of  the  work :  but  when  you  give 
the  undertakers  the  power  of  going  in  a 
straight  line,  it  can  only  be  by  compelling 
persons  to  let  them  go  through  their  landi  - 
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whether  they  liked  it  or  not,  upon  pre- 
scribed terms,  and  that  gives  Parliament 
an  undoubted  and  almost  unqualified  right 
to  interfere.  Now,  I  am  far  enough  from 
saying  that  the  Bill  so  solemnly  intr6duced 
and  so  ridiculously,  I  may  say  so  ludi- 
crously abandoned,  was  a  very  well-framed 
measure.  It  had  many  faults,  and  it  was 
about  as  crude  and  ill-digested  a  scheme 
as  ever  I  have  happened  to  see;  yet  much 
good  it  might  have  wrought,  and  it  was 
susceptible  of  improvement,  which,  in  pas- 
sing through  this  House,  it  certainly 
would  have  received.  But,  like  every- 
thing else,  it  was  abandoned,  or,  as  they 
said,  '*  put  off,"  and  till  when  ?  Till  the 
next  Session  ?  Why,  that  will  be  the  first 
Session  of  the  Railway  Parliament ;  and, 
if  you  had  no  chance  of  carrying  the  Bill 
now  on  account  of  the  threatened  opposi- 
tion, what  chance  would  you  have,  when  for 
one  railway  man  in  Parliament,  there  may 
be,  perhaps,  a  dozen  ? — ay,  and  when  there 
will  be  a  great  many  persons  pledged  to 
the  railway  interest  who  are  not  railway 
proprietors,  but  who  are  supported  by  the 
railway  interest?  Why,  I  know  several 
candidates  who  belong  to  no  such  body, 
and  possess  not  a  single  sharo  in  any  rail- 
way, and  who  yet  expect  to  succeed  by 
help  of  the  railway  interest.  With  them 
gratitude  will  have  its  effect,  and  the  more 
so  the  better  men  they  are,  for  the  hold 
will  be  on  their  generous,  and  not  on  their 
sordid  feelings.  Therefore  I  have  no  hope 
of  this  railway  measure  passing  in  the  next 
Session,  and  I  deeply  lament  that  it  was 
put  off  till  then. 

There  was  another  most  important  sub- 
ject recommended  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  Her  Majesty  recommended  mea- 
sures being  taken  without  delay  for  im- 
proving the  means  of  guarding  against 
pestilential  disease,  and  generally  of  tend- 
ing the  health  of  towns.  A  Bill  was 
brought  in,  and  very  early,  according  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Speech,  and  the 

Sromise  of  the  addresses  in  answer  to  it. 
fow,  of  all  the  towns  in  this  kingdom,  the 
one  that  most  required  this  Bill,  the  one 
that  most  imperatively  called  upon  Parlia- 
ment to  accede  to  this  recommendation 
from  the  Throne,  and  to  pass  a  Bill  for  se- 
curing it  against  the  effects  of  close  pack- 
ing, filth,  stench,  and  pestilence,  was  the 
city  of  London  itself.  But  what  was  done  ? 
Wliy,  one  cannot  help  thinking  of  the  rail- 
way Parliament  when  the  Government 
withdraws  London  from  the  Bill.  One 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  railway  men 


in  the  next  Parliament  will  withdraw  them* 
selves  from  the  scope  of  the  Railway  Bill. 
The  Minister  is  Member  for  the  City,  and 
accordingly  the  City  is  at  once  withdrawn 
from  the  Health  of  Towns  Bill.  Just  bo 
will  the  next  Session  see  the  railways  men 
withdraw  themselves  from  any  new  Rail- 
way  Bill.  Ere  yet  this  Sanatory  Bill  had 
ceased  to  exist,  petitions  were  presented 
complaining  that  London  had  been  left  out, 
and  especially  a  right  rev.  Friend  of 
mine  (Bishop  of  London)  naturally  joined 
in  this  complaint  on  behalf  of  his  dioceae. 
I  heartily  concurred,  but  added  that  I 
should  not  refuse  the  Bill  beoause  of  its 
omission,  for  though  it  applied  no  remedj 
where  the  evil  most  called  for  it,  yet  other 
towns  might  benefit  by  the  measure.  How 
strangely  does  London  always  contrive  to 
escape  even  from  the  scope  of  the  very 
measures  which  its  own  flagrant  abuses  oc- 
casion !  When  I  issued  a  Commission  to 
inquire  into  municipal  corporations,  it  was 
at  first  confined  to  London,  which  by  the 
magnitude  of  its  abuses  required  it  most. 
Mr.  Abercromby  (I  think  it  was)  proposed 
to  make  the  inquiry  general,  and  I  oneer- 
fully  agreed.  The  investigation  proceeded 
— the  reports  were  made — the  Bill  waa 
framed — but  London  contrived  to  escapOt 
by  having  its  abuses  made  the  subject  of 
a  separate  measure,  and  that  measure  ha« 
never  yet  been  adopted  at  all.  So  that 
the  great  corporation  whose  malversations 
had  caused  all  towns  to  be  reformed,  con- 
tinues to  this  hour  wholly  untouched  bj 
reform  !  So  it  would  have  fared  with  the 
sanatory  measure  had  that  not,  like  all 
the  rest,  gone  to  its  long  home.  After 
months  of  varying  health — now  in  imminent 
danger — now  a  little  better — after  lying  in 
a  state  of  suspended  animation — the  death 
struggle  comes,  no  parental  hand  inter- 
poses, and  it  goes  the  way  of  all  Govern-^ 
mcnt  Bills  in  this  Session — all  except  a 
few  bad  ones — which  seem  to  haye  a  kind 
of  pernicious  vitality,  like  some  noxious 
animals,  the  more  difficult  to  destroy  the 
more  their  destruction  is  desirable. 

The  Thames  Conservancy  Bill  followed 
its  worthy,  but  puny  brother.  It  was  a 
good  measure,  and  so  no  one  could  have 
sanguine  hopes  of  its  surviving.  Had  it 
been  unnecessary,  or  had  it  been  useless, 
or  had  it  been  hurtful,  we  should  have  seen 
it  pass  long  ere  now. 

A  Prison  Bill  had  the  like  fate,  and- 
yielded  to  the  common  doom.  But  owing> 
to  this,  we  still  behold  the  spectacle,  so  in*. 
decorous  to  the  administration  of  criminaL 
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justice,  of  thQ  Judges  goiug  round  the 
country  and  passing  mock  sentences  on 
offenders,  sentences  of  transportation, 
which  they  and  which  we  know,  are  mere 
words,  and  are  never  to  he  carried  into 
execution;  hut  on  the  contrary,  are  all  to 
he  changed,  at  the  will  of  the  Government, 
into  totally  different  sentences — nay,  sen- 
tences contrary  to  the  known  statute  law 
of  the  land.  This  is  one  of  the  most  mon- 
strous of  all  ahuses;  for  if  anything  is 
clear  in  jurisprudence,  it  is  this,  that  the 
punishments  to  he  inflicted  on  criminals 
should  he  declared  to  the  world  hy  the 
law — that  the  Judges  administering  the  law 
should  order  those  punishments  to  he  in- 
flicted— and  that  none  other  hut  those  de- 
clared hy  the  law  and  hy  the  sentence, 
should,  00  any  account,  he  suffered.  I 
have  it  from  the  Judges  themselves  that 
they  feel  all  the  annoyance,  and  even  dis- 
credit, of  this  strange  proceeding,  to  which 
the  Government  have  had  recourse.  Nay, 
more,  they  have  distinctly  said,  that  if 
any  one  sentenced  to  transportation  for 
a  period,  is  kept  in  custody  a  day  heyond 
the  time  for  which  he  might  have  been 
lawfully  imprisoned,  and  tlio  time  which  is 
the  maximum  allowed  by  law,  that  person, 
so  illegally  confined  hy  the  Government, 
may  bring  his  action  on  account  of  such 
detention.  It  is  therefore  deeply  to  be 
regretted  that  the  prison  measure  did  not 
pass,  but,  like  the  rest,  was  abandoned. 

Lastly,  came  and  departed  two  twin- 
Bills,  of  an  excellent  nature,  but  thus 
doomed  to  perish  im maturely — those  for 
regulating  Scotch  marriages  and  for  the 
regulation  of  births  and  deaths. 

Various,  my  Lords,  arc  the  merits, 
divers  the  magnitudes  of  the  measures  wo 
have  been  contemplating,  surrounded  as 
we  are  by  their  ghosts,  which  we  must 
now  suffer  to  flit  away. 

**  Matres  atquo  viri  dcfunctaquo  corpora  vita 
Magnanimum  horoum,  pueri,  innupta>que  pu- 

ollae, 
Impositiquo  rogis  juvenes  ante  ora  parcntum." 

My  Lords,  we  have  been  surveying  this 
Session,  and  grieving  over  it ;  let  us  hope 
the  next  may  be  as  unlike  it  as  possible. 
But  let  us  also  be  just  towards  those  who 
have  presided  over  its  progress.  The  Go- 
vernment has  had  its  share  of  responsi- 
bility ;  but  the  Commons  must  bear  their 
part,  and  they,  too,  have  much  to  answer 
for.  One  thing  I  know — these  failures  of 
our  monarchical  system  to  provide  for  the 
best  interests  of  the  people — this  incapa- 
city to  give  the  subject  the  protection 


which  he  has  a  right  to  expect  in  return 
for  his  allegiance — nay,  this  refusal,  or 
inability,  I  care  not  which,  to  perform  th« 
very  condition  on  which  allegiance  is  due. 
makes  the  wise  and  the  good  oftentimes 
doubt  of  the  monarchical  and  turn  theiv 
eyes  towards  the  republican  scheme;  SQ 
that  many  of  us — I  profess  myself  of  the 
number — sometimes  have  felt  themselves 
all  but  republicans.  For  wherein  does  % 
monarchy  excel  a  commonwealth,  if,  while 
it  does  not  provide  so  well  for  liberty,  i% 
does  not  possess  the  due  measure  of  vi- 
gour and  of  authority  ?  The  very  worst 
vice  of  a  republic  is  a  weak  Executive, 
factious  distraction,  divided  counsels,  inir 
perfect  resolves;  which  yet  most  republioi 
by  contrivances  to  the  pure  democratic 
principle  generally  manage  to  counteract. 
Bishop  Burnet  relates  a  conversation  which 
he  had  with  King  William,  and  to  which, 
if  I  rightly  recollect,  a  noble  Friend  of 
mine  once  referred  (Lord  Melbourne)  with 
very  appropriate  allusion  to  existing  cir- 
cumstances, as  any  such  citation  of  his 
was  sure  to  have.  Our  great  deliverer  said 
he  had  no  very  clear  opinion  which  of  the 
two  Governments  was  the  best;  for  he  saw 
many  reasons  in  favour  of  both  monarchy 
and  republics.  •*  But,'*  said  he,  **  I  am 
quite  sure  which  of  all  Governments  is  the 
worst,  and  that  is  a  monarchy  without  due 
power  vested  in  the  Executive.'*  **  Any- 
thing,** said  the  great  King,  whose  im- 
mortal memory  we  all  revere,  **  anything 
is  better  than  that."  So  say  I  of  an  im- 
potent Ministry  ;  give  me  any  Ministry 
rather  than  that.  For  to  the  Government 
administered  by  feebleness,  vacillation,  in- 
capacity, imbecility,  what  allegiance  is 
due,  when  its  first  and  most  sacred  duties 
arc  hourly  neglected,  or  violated — when  it 
can  give  no  protection  to  the  subject,  and 
so  releases  him  from  the  debt  of  obe- 
dience ?  I  devoutly  pray  that  I  may  never 
witness  such  scenes  of  impotency  as  have 
formed  the  staple — nay,  the  whole  of  this 
sad  Session.  The  general  election  cannot 
leave  us  in  a  worse  condition.  Let  us 
hope  that  it  may  improve  our  present 
position,  and  make  the  continuance  of  the 
same  anarchy — I  can  call  it  nothing  else 
— impossible.  What  greater  curse  could 
it  inflict  on  us,  nay,  on  the  Government 
itself,  than  a  mere  continuance  of  the 
same  helpless  condition — bidding  the  pa- 
tient linger  on,  bedridden,  incapable  of 
motion,  unable  to  gratify  a  single  desire, 
or  obey  a  single  impulse,  yet  telling  him 
**  For  six  long  years  you  shall  not  die  ?  " 
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On  the  contrary  let  us  look  forward  to 
more  cheerful  prospects,  and  trust  that 
we  shall  no  more  "see  such  measures, 
feehlj  propounded,  tremhlinglj  supported, 
weakly  ahandoned — such  heneficial  mea- 
sures as  the  Railway  Bill,  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Bill,  the  Health  of  Towns  Bill, 
recommended  by  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  pledged  unanimously  in  addresses 
to  that  Sovereign,  supported  by  the  able 
and  excellent  representative  of  that  Sove- 
reign, hastening  from  his  post  abroad  to 
his  place  here,  in  order  that  he  might  back 
it !  Finally,  may  we  escape  the  manifold 
mischiefs  entailed  on  us  by  such  a  specta- 
cle as  this  Session  has  presented — to  the 
injury  of  the  country's  best  interests — to 
the  discredit  of  the  Legislature — to  the 
disgrace  of  the  Constitution — to  the  dam- 
age among  all  nations  of  the  character  of 
our  Government,  and  of  the  reputation  of 
our  common  country  ! 

My  Lords,  I  move  you  that  an  humble 
address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  as- 
suring her  of  the  deep  interest  which  this 
House  must  ever  take  in  whatever  subjects 


are  graciously  recommended  to  their  con- 
sideration by  Her  Majesty;  that  it  is  with 
great  pain  the  House  is  obliged  to  admit 
that  nearly  the  whole  of  the  subjects  thus 
recommended,  and  of  high  importance  in 
themselves,  have  not  been  so  far  succesa- 
fully  dealt  with,  as  to  produce  any  legisla- 
tive measures  to  which  Her  Majesty's 
royal  consent  can  now  be  asked;  that  it  lA 
very  painful  to  the  House  to  reflect  that 
other  subjects  of  vast  moment  which  have 
been  submitted  to  Parliament,  have  of  ne- 
cessity been  abandoned,  without  .anything 
effectual  having  been  done  with  respect  to 
them;  that  it  is  the  earnest  hope  of  the 
House  that  no  other  Session  of  Parliament 
may  ever  pass  without  more  being  done 
for  the  improvement  of  the  institutions  of 
the  country,  and  for  the  benefit  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  than  it  has  been  found 
possible  to  accomplish  in  the  Session 
which  is  now  so  near  its  close;  and  that 
the  House  now,  as  at  all  times,  doth 
gratefully  acknowledge  Her  Majesty's  pa- 
rental care  for  the  welfare  of  her  do« 
minions. 
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Funishment  of  JuYenile  Offenders  in  Ire- 
land. 

LX.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Duties  payable  upon  the 
Importation  of  Spirits  or  Strong  Waters. 

LXI.  An  Act  to  effect  an  Exchange  of  Ecclesias- 
tical Patronage  between  Her  Majesty  and  the 
Earl  of  LeicetteTf  and  for  the  SeTerance  and 
Consolidation  of  certain  Benefices  in  the  Dio- 
cese of  Norwieh,  and  for  other  Ecclesiastical 
Purposes. 

LXI  I.  An  Act  to  appoint  additional  Commis- 
sioners for  executing  the  Acts  for  granting  a 
Land  Tax  and  other  Rates  and  Taxes. 

LXI II.  An  Act  for  promoting  the  Public  Health. 

LXIV.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  First  Day  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
nine,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then  next  Session 
of  Parliament,  an  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  re- 
lating to  Loan  Societies. 

LXV.  An  Act  to  suspend  until  the  First  Day  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
nine  the  making  of  Lists  and  the  Ballots  and 
Enrolments  for  the  Militia  of  the  United  King- 
dom. 

LXV  I.  An  Act  to  continue  to  theJ'irstDay  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
nine,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then  next  Session 
of  Parliament,  an  Act  for  authorizing  the  Ap- 
plication of  Highway  Rates  to  Turnpike 
Roads. 

LXVII.  An  Act  for  further  continuing  until  the 
First  Day  of  Au^^tt  One  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  foity-nine,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  certain  temporary 
Provisions  concerning  Ecclesiastical  Jurisdic- 
tion in  England. 

LX  VIII.  An  Act  for  extending  to  Ireland  an  Act 
passed  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  inti- 
tuled An  Act  for  better  securing  Trust  Funds ^ 
and  for  the  Relief  of  Trustees, 

LXIX.  An  Act  to  repeal  so  much  of  an  Act  of 
the  Parliament  of  Ireland  of  the  Twenty-third 
and  Twenty-fourth  Years  of  King  George  the 
Third,  "  for  the  more  effectually  punishing  such 
Persons  as  shall  by  Violence  obstruct  the  Free- 
dom of  Com  Markets  and  the  Com  Trade,  and 
who  shall  be  guilty  of  other  Offences  therein 
mentioned,  and  for  making  Satisfaction  to  the 
Parties  injured,"  as  relates  to  the  making  of 
Satisfaction  to  the  Parties  injured  ;  and  to  sub- 
stitute other  Provisions  in  lieu  thereof ;  and  to 
repeal  the  Provisions  of  the  Acts  which  give 
Remedies  against  any  Hundreds  or  Baronies  in 
Ireland  in  respect  of  Robbery. 

LXX.  An  Act  for  dispensing  with  the  Evidence  of 
the  Proclamations  on  Fines  levied  in  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  at  Westminster. 

LXXI.  An  Act  to  continue  to  the  Twentieth  Day 
of  Julg  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifly- 
three,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then  next  Session 
of  Parliament,  Her  Majesty's  Commission  for 
building  new  Churches. 

LXX II.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Constabulary  Force  in  Irelaftd^  and  to  amend 
the  Provisions  for  the  Payment  of  Special 
Constables. 

LXXIH.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  Thirty- 
first  Day  of  July  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty-nine,  and  to  the  end  of  the  then  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  certain  Acts  for  regulating 
Turnpike  Roads  in  Ireland. 

LXXIV.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Lords  of  Coun- 
cil and  Session  to  regulate  the  Rates  or  Does 


of  Registration  to  be  charged  by  thd  Keeperf 
of  the  Registers  of  Sasines,  RoTersions,  Ao.  in 
Scotland. 

LXXV.  An  Act  to  defray  until  the  First  Day  of 
August  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
nine  the  Charge  of  the  Pay,  Clothing,  and  con- 
tingent and  other  Expenses  of  the  Disembodied 
MiHtia  in  Cfreai  Britain  and  Ireland;  to  grant 
Allowances  in  certain  Cases  to  Subaltern  Offi- 
cers, Adjutants,  Paynoasters,  Quartermasters, 
Surgeons,  Assistant  Surgeons,  Surgeons'  Mates, 
and  Serjeant  Minors  of  the  Militia  ;  and  to  au- 
thorise the  Employment  of  the  Non-oommis- 
sioned  Officers. 

LXXVI.  An  Act  to  enable  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  and  other  Persons  in  Ireland  to  com- 
promise Suits  touching  their  rights  of  Patron- 
age as  to  Ecclesiastical  Benefices,  in  certain 
Cases. 

LXX VII.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Application  of 
Part  of  the  unclaimed  Money  in  the  Court  for 
the  Relief  of  Insolvent  Debtors  in  enlarging 
the  Court  House  of  the  said  Court. 

LXXVIII.  An  Act  for  the  further  Amendment  of 
the  Administration  of  the  Criminal  Law. 

LXXIX.  An  Act  to  facilitate  and  simplify  Proce- 
dure in  the  Court  of  Justiciary  in  Scotland. 

LXXX.  An  Act  to  empower  Lessees  of  Tithe 
Rent-charge  in  Ireland  to  deduct  a  Proportion 
of  Poor  Rate  Poundage  from  Rent ;  and  also 
to  empower  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
in  Ireland  to  allow  Sums  paid  for  Poor  Rate 
or  County  Cess,  or  Poundage  deducted  from  Ec- 
clesiastical Persons  on  account  of  Poor  Rate, 
among  the  Deductions  from  the  Valuation  of 
Ecclesiastical  Property  directed  to  be  made 
under  an  Act  of  the  Third  and  Fourth  Years  of 
His  late  Majesty,  for  the  Purpose  of  a  certain 
Tax  thereby  imposed  upon  such  Property  in 
Ireland. 

LXXXI.  An  Act  for  the  further  Regulation  of 
Steam  Navigation,  and  for  Limiting  in  certain 
Cases  the  Number  of  Passengers  to  be  con- 
veyed in  Steam  Vessels. 

LXX XII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  for  the 
Formation  of  Districts  for  the  Education  of 
Infant  Poor. 

LXXXIII.  An  Act  to  confirm  the  Awards  of 
Assessionable  Manors  Commissioners,  and  for 
other  Purposes  relating  to  the  Duchies  of  Com- 
wall  and  Lancaster. 

LXXXI  V.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  for  render- 
ing effective  the  Service  of  the  Chelsea  and 
Greenwich  Out- Pensioners,  and  to  extend  them 
to  the  Pensioners  of  the  East  India.  Company. 

LXXXV.  An  Act  to  continue  to  the  First  Day  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
nine,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then  next  Session 
of  Parliament,  the  Exemption  of  Inhabitants 
from  Liability  to  be  rated  as  such  in  respect  to 
Stock  in  trade  or  other  Property  to  the  Relief 
of  the  Poor. 

LXXXVI.  An  Act  to  empower  Commissioners  of 
the  Court  of  Bankmptcy  to  order  the  Release 
of  Bankmpts  from  Prison  in  certain  Cases. 

LXXXVH.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  of 
an  Act  passed  in  the  First  Year  of  His  late 
Majesty  King  William  the  Fourth,  intituled 
An  Act  for  consolidating  and  amending  the 
Laws  for  facilitating  the  Payment  of  Debts  out 
of  Real  Estate. 

LXXXVin.  An  Act  for  further  regulating  the 
Money  Order  Department  of  the  Pott  Ofikoe. 
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LXXXIX.  An  Act  to  continue  for  Two  Years, 
and  to  the  end  of  the  then  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament, and  to  amend,  an  Act  of  the  Second 
and  Third  Years  of  Her  present  Majesty,  inti- 
tuled An  Act  to  extend  and  render  ntore  effec- 
tual for  Five  Years  an  Act  parsed  in  the 
Fourth  Year  of  His  late  Majesty  George  the 
Fourth^  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the  Fiftieth 
Year  of  His  Majesty  George  the  Thir^,  for 
preventing  the  administering  and  taking  un- 
lawful Oaths  in  Ireland. 

XC.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Times  of  Payment  of 
Rates  and  Taxes  by  Parliamentary  Electors. 

XCI.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  for  the  Payment 
of  Parish  Debts,  the  Audit  of  Parochial  and 
Union  Accounts,  and  the  Allowance  of  certain 
Charges  therein. 

XCII.  An  Act  for  the  Protection  and  Improve- 
ment of  the  Salmon,  Trout,  and  other  Inland 
Fisheries  of  Ireland. 

XCIII.  An  Act  to  confirm  the  Incorporation  of 
certain  Boroughs. 

XCIV.  An  Act  to  regulate  certain  Offices  in  the 
Petty  Bag  in  the  High  Court  of  Chancery,  the 
Practice  of  the  Common- Law  Side  of  that 
Court,  and  the  Enrolment  Office  of  the  said 
Court. 

XCV.  An  Act  to  carry  into  effect  the  Arrange- 
ments of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for 
England  for  making  better  Provision  for  the 
Cure  of  Souls  in  the  Parish  of  Wolverhampton 
in  the  County  of  Stafford  and  Diocese  of  iich- 
field, 

XCV  I.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Turnpike  Acts 
for  limited  Periods. 

XCVII.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Duties  of  Customs 
upon  the  Importation  of  Sugar,  and  to  impose 
new  duties  in  lieu  thereof. 

XC  VIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  for  the  Trial 
of  Election  Petitions. 

XCIX.  An  Act  to  further  extend  the  Provisions 
of  the  Act  for  the  Inclosure  and  Improvement 
of  Commons. 

C.  An  Act  to  permit  the  Distillation  of  Spirits 
from  Sugar,  Molasses,  and  Treacle  in  the  United 
Kingdom. 

CI.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Expenses  of  erect- 
ing and  maintaining  Lock-up  Houses  on  the 
Borders  of  Counties. 

CII.  An  Act  to  enlarge  the  Powers  of  an  Act 
empowering  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Woods  to  form  a  Royal  Park  in  Bai- 
tersea  Fields ;  to  fiioilitate  the  raising  of  Mo- 
nies authorized  to  bo  raised  by  the  said  Com- 
missioners for  Metropolitan  Improvements  ; 
and  to  regulate  and  simplify  the  Mode  of  keep- 
ing the  Accounts  of  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Woods. 

CIII.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Application  of  a 
Sum  of  Money  out  of  the  forfeited  and  un- 
claimed Army  Prize  Fund  in  purchasing  the 
Site  of  the  Royal  Military  Asylum,  and  in  im- 
proving such  Asylum. 

CIV.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Act  for  regulating 
the  Prison  at  Millbank, 

CV.  An  Act  to  prohibit  the  Importation  of  Sheep, 
Cattle,  or  other  Animals,  for  the  Purpose  of 
preventing  the  Introduction  of  contagious  or 
infectious  Disorders. 

CVI.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Tenth 
Year  of  Her  present  Majesty,  for  rendering 
valid  certain  proceedings  for  the  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress in  Jrekmd  by  Employment  of  the  Labour- 


ing Poor,  and  to  indemnify  those  who  hATe 
acted  in  such  Proceedings. 

CVII.  An  Act  to  prevent,  until  the  First  Dmy  of 
September  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
fifty,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then  Session  of 
Parliament,  the  spreading  of  eontagious  or  in- 
fectious Disorders  among  Sheep,  Cattle,  and 
other  Animals. 

CVIII.  An  Act  for  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  es- 
tablish and  maintain  Diplomatic  Rdations  with 
the  Sovereign  of  the  Roman  States. 

CIX.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Inclosore  ct  cer- 
tain Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Special  Report  of 
the  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  EngUmd  and 
Wales.  . 

ex.  An  Act  to  altef  the  Provisions  relating  to 
the  Charges  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor  in 
Unions. 

CXI.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Tenth  Tear 
of  Her  present  Majesty,  for  amending  the  Laws 
relating  to  the  Removal  of  the  Poor. 

CXII.  An  Act  to  consolidate,  and  eontinue  in 
force  for  Two  Years  and  to  the  End  of  the  then 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  the  Metropolitan 
Commissions  of  Sewers. 

CXIII.  An  Act  for  the  further  Amendment  of 
the  Acts  relating  to  the  Dublin  Police. 

CXIV.  An  Act  to  prevent  District  Aoditors  from 
taking  Proceedings  in  certain  Cases. 

CXV.  An  Act  to  vest  in  Her  Majesty  the  Pro- 
perty of  the  Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund 
Institution,  and  to  dissolve  the  said  Institution. 

CXVI.  An  Act  for  carrying  into  effect  the  Treaty 
between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Republic  of  the 
Equaior  for  the  Abolition  of  the  Trafilo  in 
Slaves. 

CXVII.  An  Act  for  rendering  certain  Newspapers 
published  in  the  Channel  Islands  and  the  ImU 
of  Man  liable  to  Postage. 

CaVIII.  An  Act  to  explain  and  amend  the  Law 
as  to  the  Licence  required  for  the  letting  of 
Post  Horses  to  Hire  in  Ireland,  and  theLaw 
respecting  Proceedings  for  Duties  and  Fenaltiaa 
under  the  Post  Horse,  Stage,  and  Haokn^ 
Carriage  Acts  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

CXIX.  An  Act  to  simplify  the  Forms  of  Certiil- 
cates  under  the  Act  authorizing  the  Adyanoe  of 
Money  for  the  Improvement  of  Land  by  Drain- 
age in  Qreai,  Britain, 

CXX.  An  Act  to  fiioilitate  the  Tranfer  of  Landed 
Property  in  Ireland. 

CXXI.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Laws  and  Regulationa 
of  Excise  respecting  the  Survey  of  Dealers  in 
and  Retailers  of  Spirits,  and  respecting  the 
Sale  and  Removal  of  Spirits  by  Permit -from 
the  Stock  of  such  Traders  ;  and  respeoiing  tha 
Distribution  of  Penalties  and  Forfeitares  reoo- 
vered  under  the  Laws  of  Excise. 

CXXII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  respeotinff 
the  Warehousing  of  British  Spirits  in  £ngituJi 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  respectively,  and  to  per- 
mit Spirits  made  from  Malt  only,  and  Spuits 
made  from  Malt  and  other  Grain,  and  Rectified 
Spirits,  to  be  exported  on  Drawback  from  any 
Part  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  respooting 
certain  Spirit  Mixtures,  and  the  RemOTal  of 
Goods  subject  to  Excise  Regulations  from  Cos- 
toms  Warehouse. 

CXX  III.  An  Act  to  renew  and  amend  aa  Act  of 
the  Tenth  Year  of  Her  present  Majesty,  fo  the 
more  speedy  Removal  of  certain  Nuisanoeis  and 
the  Prevention  of  contagious  and  epidemio  Dia- 
eases. 
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CXXIV.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  last 
Session,  fi»r  yarying  the  Priorities  of  the  Charges 
made  on  **  The  London  Bridge  Approaches 
Fund,"  and  to  facilitate  the  Completion  of  cer- 
tain Improvements  in  the  City  of  WestminsUr, 

CXXV.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  Two  Mil- 
lions by  Exchequer  Bills,  or  by  the  Creation  of 
Annuities,  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  One 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-eight. 

CXXV  I.  An  Act  to  apply  a  Sum  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  and  certain  other  Sums,  to  the 
Service  of  the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  forty-eight;  and  to  appropriate  the 
Supplies  granted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament. 

CXXVIL  An  Act  to  reduce  the  Duties  on  Copper 
and  Lead. 

CXXV  III.  An  Act  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
Agreement  between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Imaimi 
of  Muscat  for  the  more  effectusd  Suppression  of 
the  SUve  Trade. 

CXXIX.  An  Act  for  amending  an  Act  passed  in 
the  Ninth  and  Tenth  Years  of  Her  present  Ma- 


jesty for  making  preliminary  Inquiries  in  cer- 
tain Cases  of  Applications  for  Local  Acts. 

CXXX.  An  Act  for  guaranteeing  the  Interest  on 
such  Loans,  not  exceeding  Five  hundred  thou- 
sand Pounds,  as  may  be  raised  t>y  the  British 
Colonies  on  the  Continent  of  South  America, 
in  the  West  Indies  and  the  Mauritius,  for  cer- 
tain Purposes. 

CXXX  I.  An  Act  to  amend  and  continue  until  the 
First  Day  of  November  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  forty-nine,  and  to  the  End  of  the 
then  next  Session  of  Parliament,  an  Act  to 
make  Provision  for  the  Treatment  of  poor  Per- 
sons afflicted  with  Fever  in  Ireland. 

CXXXII.  An  Act  for  the  Appointment  of  addi- 
tional Taxing  Masters  for  the  High  Court  of 
Chancery  in  Ireland,  and  to  regulate  the  Ap- 
pointment of  the  Principal  Assistants  to  the 
Masters  in  the  Superior  Courts  of  Law  in  Ire- 
land. 

CXXX  III.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating 
to  Savings  Banks  in  Ireland, 
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i.  A  N  Act  for  better  assessing  and  collecting 
A.  the  Poor  Rates,  Lighting,  Watching,  and 
Highway  Rates,  in  the  Parish  of  Kettering  in 
the  County  of  Northampton. 

ii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Leicester  to 
establish  a  general  Cemetery  for  such  Bo- 
rough. 

iii.  An  Act  for  the  Consecration  of  a  Portion  of 
the  Manchester  General  Cemetery. 

iv.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Time  for  building  a 
Bridge  over  the  River  Avon  from  Clifton  to 
the  opposite  Side  of  the  River  in  the  County  of 
Somerset. 

T.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Company  of  Proprie- 
tors of  the  Leicester  Navigation  to  abandon  the 
Railways  or  Stone  Roads  and  Water  Levels 
commonly  known  as  "  The  Forest  Line,"  and 
to  enable  them  to  sell  the  Lands  over  which  the 
same  passes,  and  the  Reservoir  and  other 
Works  connected  therewith. 

yi.  An  Act  for  supplying  the  Parish  and  Town- 
ship or  Borough  of  Folkestone  with  Water. 

yii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Company  of  Proprie- 
tors of  Lambeth  Waterworks  to  construct  addi- 
tional Works,  and  for  better  supplying  the  In- 
habitants of  the  Parish  of  Lambeth  in  the 
County  of  Surrey  and  other  Parishes  and  Places 
with  Water. 

Tiii.  An  Act  for  the  better  supplying  with  Water 
the  Royal  Burgh  of  Stirling  and  Suburbs 
thereof. 


ix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Birkenhead  Dock  Com- 
pany to  sell  or  lease  their  Land. 

X.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Trustees  of  the 
Liverpool  Docks  to  build  Warehouses,  to  con- 
struct additional  Wet  Docks  and  other  Works, 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xi.  An  Act  for  constructing  and  maintaining  a 
Pier,  Jetty,  or  Stage,  with  necessary  Ap- 
proaches thereto,  at  Dover  in  the  County  of 
Kent. 

xii.  An  Act  for  lighting  with  Gas  the  Township 
of  Morley  in  the  Parish  of  Bailey  in  the  West 
Riding  of  the  County  of  York. 

xiii.  An  Act  for  amending  "  The  Bristol  and 
Clifton  Gaslight  Act,  1847." 

xiv.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Southampton 
Gaslight  Company,  and  for  supplying  at  a 
limited  Price  the  Town  and  Neighbourhood  of 
Southampton  with  Gas. 

XT.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Provisions 
of  an  Act  passed  in  the  Ninth  and  Tenth  Years 
of  the  Reign  of  Iler  present  Majesty,  intituled 
An  Act  for  better  supplt/ing  with  Gas  the  City  of 
Worcester  and  the  Suburbs  thereof,  and  to 
enable  the  Worcester  New  Gaslight  Company 
incorporated  by  the  said  Act  to  raise  a  fur- 
ther Sum  of  Money. 

xvi.  An  Act  for  providing  a  Market  for  the  Sale 
of  Cattle  and  other  Animals  in  the  Borough  of 
Shrewsbury  in  the  County  of  Salop. 

•zvii.  An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlarge  the 
Powers  and  Provisions  of  an  Act  pasted  in  the 
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Ninth  Te&r  of  the  tleign  of  His  Majesty  King 
George  the  Third,  for  estahlishing  and  govern- 
ing the  Magdalen  Hospital. 

xriii.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  certain  pub- 
lic Sufferance  Wharves  in  the  Port  of  Lon- 
don, 

xix.  An  Act  to  effect  an  Agreement  between 
the  Visitors  of  the  Lunatic  Asylum  for  the 
County  oi Leicetter  and. the  Corporation  of  the 
Borough  of  Leieest^,  for  the  Admission  of  Lu- 
natic Paupers  from  the  said  Borough  into  the 
said  Asylum. 

XX.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation,  Establishment, 
and  Regulation  of  "Price's  Patent  Candle 
Company,*'  and  for  enabling  the  said  Company 
to  purchase  and  work  Letters  Patent. 

xxi.  An  Act  to  authorize  certain  Alterations  in 
the  ffitehin,  Northampton,  and  Huntingdon 
Extension  of  the  Midland  Railways  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xxii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  North-western 
Railway  Company  to  make  certain  Alterations 
and  Diversions  in  the  Main  Lino  of  their  Rail- 
way at  Skipton,  Castertonf  and  Sedbergh,  and 
in  the  Lancaster  Branch  of  their  Railway  at 
Bvdk. 

zxiii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  leasing  of  the 
Aberdare  Railway,  with  the  Branch  Railway 
and  Works  connected  therewith,  to  the  Taff 
Vale  Railway  Company. 

xxiv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  York,  Newcastle, 
and  Berwick  Railway  Company  to  improve 
their  Main  Line  of  Railway,  and  to  make  cer- 
tain Branches  in  the  County  of  Durham  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

XXV.  An  Act  to  empower  the  North  British 
Railway  Company  to  raise  additional  Capital 
for  certain  Purposes. 

XX vi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Kendal  and  Winder- 
mere Railway  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum 
of  Money,  and  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to 
snch  Railway. 

xxvii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  SotUh  Wales 
Railway  Company  to  hold  Shares  in  the  Un- 
dertaking of  the  Vale  of  Neath  Railway  Com- 
pany ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxviii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Bristol  and  Exe- 
ter Railway  Company  to  purchase  the  Glaston- 
bury Navigation  and  Canal,  and  for  amending 
the  Acts  relating  to  such  Railway  and  Canal. 

xxix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Waterford,  Wexford,  Wicklow,  and  Dublin 
Railway,  and  to  enable  the  Sout/t  Wales  Rail- 
way Company  to  subscribe  thereto. 

XXX.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Norfolk  Railway  Com- 
pany to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money,  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xxxi.  An  Act  for  abolishing  the  Duties  i|iw  pay- 
able under  the  Act  of  7  George  I. ,  commonly 
called  Saint  George's  Chapel  Act,  and  for 
otherwise  varying  the  Provisions  thereof, 
and  enacting  other  Duties  and  Provisions  in 
lieu  thereof. 

xxxii.  An  Act  to  raise  a  further  Sura  of  Money 
for  the  Court  House  and  Offices  at  Hamilton, 
and  to  alter  the  Mode  of  assessing  and  levying 
certain  Rates  and  Assessments  in  the  County  of 
Lanark. 

xxxiii.  An  Act  for  removing  and  regulating  the 
Markets  and  Fairs  held  in  the  Borough  and 
Liberties  of  Oswestry,  and  for  completing  and 
providing  convenient  Market  Places  and  Places 
for  Fairs,  with  proper  Approaches  thereto. 


xxxiv.  An  Act  for  maintaining  and  improYing  thft 
Harbour  of  Looe  in  the  County  of  (krimaU, 
and  for  taking  down  the  present  Bridge  be- 
tween Ekist  and  West  Looe  across  the  said 
Harbour,  and  erecting  a  new  Bridge  instead 
thereof. 

XXXV.  An  Act  for  maintaining,  regulatingi  and 
improving  the  Harbour  of  Bairreivo  ill  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lcunca,ster. 

xxxvi.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  "Wiiiter 
the  Borou^  of  Derify,  and  certain  PaririieB  and 
Places  adjacent  thereto,  in  the  Cottttty  of 
Derby. 

xxxvii.  An  Act  to  amend  Three  AetS  of  His  Ma- 
jesty King  George  the  Third,  and  another  Aet 
of  His  late  Majesty  King  William  the  Fourth, 
for  amending  certain  Mileways  leading  te  0»- 
ford,  and  making  Improvements  in  the  Univer- 
sity and  City  of  Oxford,  the  Suburbs  thereof, 
and  adjoining  Parish  of  Saii^  Clement ;  Mid 
for  other  Purposes. 

xxxviii.  An  Act  to  amalgamate  the  Lwerpool 
Gaslight  Company  and  the  Liverpool  New  Gras 
and  Coke  Company. 

xxxix.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Powers 
of  an  Act  passed  in  the  Second  Year  of  the 
Reign  of  His  Majesty  King  George  the  Fourth, 
and  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  Sixth  Tear  of  the 
Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  for  supplying 
the  Towns  of  Old  and  New  Brentford  in  the 
County  of  Middlesex,  and  other  Places  therein 
mentioned,  with  Gas. 

xl.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Provisions  of  two  several 
Acts  for  lighting  with  Gas  the  Town  of  Bright- 
Itelrastone  in  the  County  of  Sussex,  and  for 
making  other  Provisions  in  lieu  thereof. 

xli.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Company  of  Proprie- 
tors of  the  Forth  and  Clyde  Navigation  and  the 
Airdrie  and  Coatbridge  Water  Company  to 
enter  into  Agreements  for  certain  Purposes. 

xlii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Heradanetun  Doek 
Company  to  sell  or  lease  Lands  at  ToiBtetk 
Park  in  the  County  of  Lancaster, 

xliii.  An  Act  for  facilitating  the  Transfer  of  the 
Bristol  Docks  to  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Burgesses  of  the  City  of  Bristol,  and  for  ether 
Purposes. 

xliv.  An  Act  for  the  further  Extension  and  Im- 
provement of  the  Ferry,  Harbours,  Piers,  and 
other  Works  at  Queensferry  on  the  j^V^  ef 
Forth ;  and  for  certain  other  Purposes  oon- 
nected  therewith. 

xlv.  An  Act  for  establishing  direct  Steam  Oonunu- 
nications  across  the  River  Tyne  between  the 
Towns  of  North  and  South  Shields,  and  between 
other  Places  in  the  Counties  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland. 

xlvi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  North  ef  Scot-' 
land  Fire  and  Life  Assurance  Company,  «nder 
the  Name  of  "  The  Northern  Assurance  Com- 
pany ;"  for  enabling  the  said  Company  to  sue 
and  be  sued,  and  to  take,  hold,  and  transfer 
Property  ;  for  confirming  the  Rules  and  Regn^ 
lations  of  the  said  Company  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  thereto. 

xlvii.  An  Act  for  enabling  "  The  Patent  OalTan- 
ized  Iron  Company"  to  purchase  and  woriL 
certain  Letters  Patent. 

xlviii.  An  Act  for  repealing  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Sixth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty  King 
Georae  the  Fourth,  for  making  a  Road  fVonft 
Battle  Bridge  to  Holloivay,  in  the  CountJ  of 

I      Middlesex, 
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xlix.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Road  from  Nant- 
wich  to  Wheetock  Wharf  in  the  County  Pala- 
tine of  Chester  ;  and  to  repeal  an  Act  passed 
in  the  Fifty-sixth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Ma- 
jesty King  George  the  Third  ;  and  to  continue 
and  extend  the  Trust. 

1.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Eleventh  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  late  Ma- 
jesty King  George  the  Fourth,  intituled  An  Act 
for  repairing  and  maintaining  the  Roads  from 
the  Town  of  Dundalk  in  the  County  of  Louth 
to  the  Towns  of  Castle  Blayney  and  Carrick- 
macross  in  the  County  of  Monaghan. 

li.  An  Act  for  repealing  an  Act  of  the  Ninth 
Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty  Kins  George 
the  Fourth,  intituled  An  Act  for  iiMScing,  re- 
pairing,  and  improving  certain  Roads  leading 
to  and  from  Truro  in  the  County  of  Cornwall, 
and  for  making  other  Provisions  in  lieu  there- 
of ;  for  forming,  vesting,  and  improving  cer- 
tain Roads  ;  and  for  continuing  and  extending 
the  Truro  Turnpike  Trust. 

lii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dundee  and  Perth  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  a  Junction  Line  of  Rail- 
way into  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Dundee. 

liii.  An  Act  to  continue  and  amend  the  Act  re- 
lating to  the  Drumpeller  Railway. 

liv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Arbroath  and  Forfar 
Railway  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of 
Money. 

Iv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  York,  Newcastle,  and 
Berwick  Railway  Company  to  deviate  or  alter 
Part  of  their  Thirsk  and  Malton  Branch  Rail- 
way, and  to  abandon  Part  of  the  same  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

Ivi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Leeds  and  Thirsk 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  from 
Melmerhy  to  Northallerton,  and  to  form  a  Junc- 
^on  with  the  York  and  Newcastle  Railway. 

Ivii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Leeds  and  Thirsk 
Railway  Company  to  alter  the  Levels  of  cer- 
tain Portions  of  the  Leeds  and  Hartlepool 
Railway,  and  to  alter  the  proposed  Junctions 
with  the  Stockton  and  Darlington  Railway  in 
Eaglescliffe  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Iviii,  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Manchester  South 
Junction  and  Altrincham  Railway  Company  to 
provide  additional  Station  Accommodation  in 
Manchester  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Oxford,  Worcester, 
and  Wolverhampton  Railway  Company  to  raise 
a  further  Sum  of  Money  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

Ix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Chester  and  Holyhead 
Railway  Company  to  purchase,  hire,  and  use 
Steam  Boats  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Waierford  and  Kil- 
kenny Railway  Company  to  make  certain  De- 
viations in  the  authorized  Line  of  the  said 
Railway  ;  and  to  amend  the  Act  relating 
thereto. 

Ixii.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Line  of  the  Great  Grims- 
by Branch  of  the  East  Lincolnshire  Railway, 
and  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Provisions  of  the 
Acts  rehiting  to  the  East  Lincolnshire  Rail- 
way. 

Ixiii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Manchester,  Shef- 
field, and  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company  to 
make  a  Railway  to  Bamsley,  with  Branches 
therefrom,  all  in  the  West  Riding  of  the 
County  of  York. 

Ixiv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Manchester, 
Shejield,  cmd  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company 


to  make  improved  Communications  to  their 
Station  in  Manchester. 

Lxv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  South  Yorkshire, 
Doncaster,and  Goole  Railway  Company  to  con- 
struct a  Branch  Railway  to  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  at  Doncaster. 

Ixvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  certain  Alterations  of 
the  North  Staffordshire  Railway. 

Ixvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Aberdeen  Railway 
Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money. 

Ixviii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Leeds  and  Thirsk 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  by  Har- 
rogate to  Pateley  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Manchester,  Shefield, 
and  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company  to  carry 
the  Line  of  their  Railway  across  Sheffield 
Street  in  Manchester,  to  increase  their  Station 
Accommodation  at  Manchester  and  Stalybridge, 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixx.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Edinburgh  and  Glas- 
gow Railway  Company  to  make  certain 
Branches,  and  to  alter  the  Timnel  at  Glas- 
gow ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  Station  on  the 
North  Side  of  the  River  Aire  in  Leeds,  in  the 
West  Riding  of  the  County  of  York,  to  be 
called  "The  Leeds  Central  Railway  Sta- 
tion." 

Ixxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  ScotHsh  Midland 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  make  Branch 
Railways  to  Bimam  and  to  the  Dunkeld 
Branch  of  the  Scottish  Midland  Junction  Rail- 
way, and  also  to  abandon  Portion  of  the  origi- 
nal Line  of  the  said  Dunkeld  Branch. 

Ixxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Caledonian  Railway 
Company  to  improve  the  Glasgow,  Gamkxrk, 
and  Coatbridge  and  the  Clydesdale  Junction 
Railways. 

Ixxiv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Berks  and  Hants  Railway  at  Hungerford  to 
join  the  Line  of  the  Wilts,  Somerset,  and  Wey- 
mouth Railway  at  Westbury  and  Devizes. 

Ixxv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  certain  Deviations 
in  the  Line  of  the  Windsor,  Staines,  and  South- 
western Railway. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  to  make  a  Deviation  in  the  autho- 
rized Line  of  the  Midland  Great  Western 
Railway  of  Ireland,  and  to  amend  the  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  Company. 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Bristol  and  Exeter 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway 
from  the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  in  the 
Parish  of  Bleadon  to  the  City  of  Wells,  the 
Town  of  Glastonbury,  and  the  Parish  of  Street, 
all  in  the  County  of  Somerset. 

Ixxviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Glasgow,  Paisley, 
and  Greenock  Railway  Company  to  make  a 
certain  Branch  Railway;  and  to  amend  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  said  Railway. 

Ixxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Abandonment  of 
a  Portion  of  the  Londonderry  and  Enniskillen 
Railway,  and  the  Enlargement  of  the  intended 
Station  at  Londonderry  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

Ixxx.  An  Act  to  enable  the  WhiteJiaven  Junction 
Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Rxiilway  from 
the  present  Terminus  thereof  at  Whitehaven  to 
the  Patent  Slip  Yard  in  Whitehaven,  to  make 
Branches  to  Whitehaven  Harbour,  to  deviate  the 
Line  at  Parton,  and  to  alter,  enlarge,  and  ex- 
tend the  Company's  Stations,  Railways,  and 
Works  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixzxi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Hartlepool  Dock 
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and  Railway  Company  and  the  Oreat  North  of 
JEnaland,  Clarence,  and  Hartlepool  Junction 
Railway  Company  to  lease  their  respective 
Railways  and  Works  to  the  York,  Newcastle, 
and  Berwick  Railway  Company. 

buuui.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Bristol  and  Exeter 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway 
from  the  Parish  of  Lyng,  near  the  Town  of 
Taunton,  to  join  the  Wilts,  Somerset,  and 
Weymouth  Railway  near  Castle  Gary,  in  the 
County  of  Somerset. 

Ixxxiii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Branch  Railway 
from  the  Chumet  Vallq/  Lino  of  the  North 
Staffordshire  Railway  in  the  Parish  of  Rocester 
in  the  County  of  Stafford  to  Ashbourne  in  the 
County  oi Derby. 

Ixxxiv.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Charges  for  the 
Conveyance  of  Traffic  on  the  Glasgow,  Pais- 
ley, Kilmarnock,  and  Ayr  Railway,  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxrv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Exeter 
to  Yeovil,  with  Branches  and  an  Extension 
therefrom,  to  be  called  "  The  Exeter,  Yeovil, 
and  Dorchester  Railway.'* 

izzxvi.  An  Act  for  vesting  in  the  Manchester, 
Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company 
the  Canal  Navigation  from  Mancltester  to  or 
near  Ashton-under'Lyne  and  Oldham. 

Izxxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  London  and  South- 
western Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway 
from  Salisbury  to  Yeovil,  with  Branches  to 
Shaftesbury,  and  to  the  Exeter,  Yeovil,  and 
Dorchester  and  Wilts,  Somerset,  and  Weymouth 
Railways. 

Ixxxviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  to  make  certain  Branches  from  and 
Enlargements  of  their  Railway  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxix.  An  Act  for  amalgamating  the  Southamp- 
ton and  Dorclicster  Railway  Company  with  the 
London  and  Sautli-westem  Railway  Company. 

xc.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
London  and  Blackwall  Railway,  and  to  autho- 
rize the  Company  to  alter  the  Gauge  of  their 
Railway,  and  to  make  certain  Improvements  in 
the  Approaches  to  the  said  Railway,  and  to 
make  Branches  to  the  London  and  Saint  Ka» 
iherine's  Docks. 

xci.  An  Act  to  enable  the  WhiteJiaven  Junction 
Railway  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of 
Money ;  and  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the 
said  Railway. 

xcii.  An  Act  for  improving  the  Steam  Communi- 
cation across  the  River  Ilumler  belonging  to 
the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire 
Railway  Company ;  for  erecting  a  Pier  at 
Kingston-timn-IJull,  and  enlar^'ing  the  Works 
at  New  nolland ;  for  making  a  connecting 
Line  near  Ilaborough  in  the  County  of  Lincoln  ; 
for  regulating  the  Pilotage  of  the  Port  of  Great 
Grimsby ;  and  for  amending  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  a)\d  Lincolnshire 
Railway  Company. 

xciii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Manchester,  Sheffield, 
and  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company  to  con- 
struct an  additional  or  enlarged  Station  at 
Sheffield,  and  to  make  a  Branch  Railway  to  the 
Slieffield  Canal. 

xciv.  An  Act  for  vesting  in  the  MancJicster,  Shef- 
field, and  Lincolnshire  Railway  Company  the 
Sheffield  Canal. 

xcv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Plymouth  Great 
Western  Dock  Company  to  raise  further  Capi- 


tal,  and  to  authorize  the  OrMtt  ?r«K0fii,  tlM 
Bristol  and  Exeter,  and  South  Dewm  RaUiniy 
Companies  to  subscribe  to  the  Plymouth  QrtaSt . 
Western  Docks  ;  and  for  other  Purposes.  ' 

xovi.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Newry  Navigation. 

xcvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Warden  and  Assist- 
ants of  the  Harbour  of  Dovor  in  the  Goanty  of 
Kent  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money. 

xcviii.  An  Act  to  improve  the  Harbour  of  J^uml- 
island  in  the  County  of  Fife. 

xcix.  An  Act  for  constructing  a  Harbour  at 
Leek  Robbie  and  for  maintaining  the  Harbour  of 
Little  Ferry,  both  in  the  County  of  Sutherland, 

c.  An  Act  for  establishing  a  general  Cemetery  for 
the  Interment  of  the  Dead  in  the  Parish  of 
Saint  Mary  on  the  Hill  in  the  City  of  Chuler. 

ci.  An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlarge  the 
Powers  and  Provisions  of  "  The  MaoMieeter 
Corporation  Waterworks  Act,  1847." 

cii.  An  Act  to  amend,  extend,  and  enlarge  the 
Powers  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  Session  of  Par- 
liament held  in  the  Fifth  and  Sixth  Tears  of 
the  Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  intituled 
An  Act  for  better  lighting,  cleansing,  sewerinff, 
and  improving  the  Borough  of  Leeds  in  the 
County  of  York ;  and  to  give  to  the  BCayor, 
Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the  said  Borongh 
further  and  more  effectual  Powers 'for  draining 
and  sewering  the  said  Borough. 

ciii.  An  Act  for  dissolving  and  fiicilitating  the 
Winding-up  of  the  Affairs  of  "The  Patfcit  Gal- 
vanized Iron  Company,"  trading  under  the  Firm 
or  Style  of  Malius  and  Rawlinsons. 

civ.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  for  improring  the 
Drainage  and  Navigation  of  the  Middle  Lewtl 
of  the  Fens,  and  for  other  Purposes  connected 
therewith. 

cv.  An  Act  to  enable  Low*s  Patent  Copper  Gj^m- 
pany  to  work  certain  Letters  Patent. 

cvi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Seottish  Provi- 
dent Institution,  for  confirming  the  Laws  and 
Regulations  thereof,  for  enabling  the  said  So- 
ciety to  sue  and  be  sued,  to  take  and  to  hold 
Property  ;  and  for  other  Purposes  relating  to 
said  Society. 

cvii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  continue  the  Term  of 
an  Act  passed  in  the  Fifty-seventh  Year  of  the 
Reign  of  His  late  Majesty  King  George  the 
Tiiird,  intituled  An  Act  to  continue  the  Term  of 
an  Act  passed  in  the  Parliament  of  Ireland  w 
the  Thirty-fifth  Year  of  His  present  Mc^etty, 
for  improving  and  repairing  the  Turtipike 
Road  leading  from  Dublin  to  MuUingar,  antd 
for  repealing  the  several  Laws  heretofore  made 
relating  to  the  said  Road. 

cviii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Trustees  of  the 
Tadcaster  and  Halton  Dial  Turnpike  Road  to 
make  a  Diversion  or  Alteration  of  such  Part  of 
the  Line  of  the  2\idcaster  and  Halton  Dud 
Turnpike  Road  as  lies  in  the  Parish  of  Tad- 
caster  in  the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of 
York. 

cix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  President,  Vice-Pr^- 
dents.  Treasurer,  and  Members  of  the  Philan- 
thropic Society  to  sell  and  grant  Leases  of  the 
Lands  belonging  to  them,  and  to  purchase  other 
Lands  ;  and  for  other  Purposes  relating  to  tht 
said  Society. 

ex.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Members  of  the 
Institution  called  "  The  Orphan  Working 
School,"  now  established  at  Haverstoek  Jm^ 
Hampstead  Road,  in  the  County  of  ifeWtolftpy 
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•nd  to  enable  tham  the  iietter  to  oarrf  on  their 
charitable  Designs. 

czi.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  some  of  the 
Provisiona  of  the  Acts  relating  to  the  London 
and  BlackwaU  Railway  Company. 

exii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Edinburgh  and  Nor- 
thtm  Railway  Company  to  make  Branch  Rail- 
ways to  Eoscdnet  Keltyhead,  and  Olencraig  ; 
and  for  certain  other  Purposes. 

cxiii.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  watching,  cleans- 
ing and  lighting  the  Streets  of  the  City  of  Edifi- 
hurgh  and  adjoining  Districts,  for  regulating 
the  Police  thereof,  and  for  other  Purposes  re- 
lating thereto. 

cxiy.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
(jfrecU  Northern  Railway  Company  ;  and  to  en- 
able the  Company  to  make  an  Extension  of 
their  Railway  from  the  Parish  of  Saundby  in 
Nottinghamshire  to  the  Askem  Branch  of  the 
Wakefield,  Pontefract,  and  Goole  Railway  in 
the  Parish  of  Owst^m  in  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  with  a  Branch  to  rejoin  the  Great 
Nortliem  Railway  in  the  Parish  of  Snaith  in 
the  said  West  Riding. 

cxv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire  Railway  Company  to  make  certain 
Modifications  of  their  Share  Capital ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Edinburah  and  Bath- 
gate Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Whit- 
bum  Branch,  and  to  alter  or  deviate  their  Up- 
hall  and  Binnie  Branch. 

cxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  a  Deviation  in  the 
Line  of  the  Londonderry  ctnd  Coleraine  Rail- 
way, and  to  amend  the  Act  relating  thereto. 

cxviii.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  Construction  of 
Cowlairs  Branch  of  the  Glasgow,  Airdrie,  and 
Monklands  Junction  Railway  by  the  Edinburgh 
and  Glasgow  Railway  Company,  and  to  grant 
further  Powers  to  that  Company. 

cxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Royston  and  Hitchin 
Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Line  of  Rail- 
way from  Royston  to  Shepresh,  and  to  make  a 
Deviation  of  the  authorized  Line  at  Hitckin. 

cxx.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Provisions  of  the 
Newport  and  Pontypool  Railway  Act,  1845. 

cxxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Caledonian  Railway 
Company  to  extend  their  Railway  across  the 
River  Clyde  at  Glasgow,  and  to  form  a  Station 
in  that  City. 

cxxii.  An  Act  for  the  Amendment  and  Continua-  i 
tion  of  the  Burgh  Customs,  and  Water,  Shore,  | 
and  Harbour  Rates,  of  the  Burgh  of  Dunbar,  \ 
and  for  other  Purposes  connected  with  the  said 
Burgh,  and  the  Supply  of  Water  to  the  same 
and  the  Harbour  thereof 

cxxiii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Municipal  and 
Police  Government  of  the  Burgh  of  Leith,  and 
for  other  Purdoses  relating  thereto. 

cxxiv.  An  Act  for  the  better  carrying  on  the 
Affairs  of  the  Grand  Canal  Company. 

cxxv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  London  and 
SoiUh-westem  Railway  Company  to  effect  cer- 
tain Extensions  and  Deviations  at  Godahning, 
CosJtam,  London  Bridge,  Southampton,  and 
Poole,  and  crtain  Arrangements  respecting 
Steam  Packets  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Fumess  Railway 
Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money,  and 
to  purchase  Steam  Vessels  ;  and  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Acts  relating  to  the  said  Com- 
pany. 

cxxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  certain  DeTiations  in 
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the  Main  Line  of  the  Stirling  and  DunfermUne 
Railway,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Whitehaven  and 
Fumess  Junction  Railway  Company  to  deviate 
or  extend  their  Line  of  Railway  from  Silecroft 
to  Foxfifld,  and  to  abandon  a  Portion  of  their 
Line  between  Silecroft  and  Ireleth ;  to  make 
Branches  to  Whitehaven  Harbour;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dundee  and  Arbroath 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Junction  Line  of 
Railway  into  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Dundee, 

cxxx.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  London  and 
North-western  Railway  Company  to  make  a 
Branch  Railway  from  the  Coi>entrv  and  Nun- 
eaton Line  in  the  Parish  of  Exhall  to  the  CVa- 
ven  Colliery,  and  another  Branch  Railway  from 
tlie  same  Coventry  and  Nuneaton  Line  at  Bed- 
worth  to  the  Mount  Pleasant  Colliery,  to  con- 
struct a  new  Approach  Road  to^  the  Station  of 
the  London  and  North-western  Railway  at 
Tamworth,  and  to  enlarge  the  Rugby  Station  of 
the  last-mentioned  Railway,  all  in  the  County 
of  Warwick  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  to  construct  a  Railway  from  Glouces- 
ter to  Stonehouse,  and  for  other  Purposes  con- 
nected with  the  Bristol  and  Gloucester  Line  of 
the  Midland  Railway. 

cxxxii.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  Newry  and  Enniskillen  Railway 
Company,  and  to  enable  them  to  make  Arrange- 
ments with  other  Railway  Companies. 

cxxxiii.  An  Act  to  authorize  an  Alteration  of  the 
Line  of  the  Oxford,  Worcester  and  Wolver- 
hampton Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxiv.  An  Act  to  amalgamate  the  Monkland  and 
Kirkintilloch,  Ballochney,  and  Slamannan  Rail- 
ways. 

cxxxv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Great  Western  Railway  near  Slough  to  the 
Town  of  New  Windsor  in  the  County  of 
Berks. 

cxxxvi.  An  Act  for  making  an  Alteration  in  the 
New  Cross  Station ;  and  for  amending  the 
Powers  and  Provisions  of  the  several  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South 
Coast  Railway. 

cxxxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the 
Worcester  Turnpike  Road  to  make  certain  new 
Roads,  and  to  improve  and  more  effectually 
maintain  the  several  Roads  leading  into  and 
from  the  City  of  Worcester. 

cxxxviii.  An  Act  for  establishing  a  Market  and 
Fair  in  the  Borough  of  Avon  other^'ise  Abera- 
V9n  in  the  County  of  Glamorgan. 

czxxix.  An  Act  for  the  better  regulating  and  im- 
proving the  Port  and  Harbour  of  New  Ross  in 
the  Counties  of  Wexford  and  Kilkenny. 

0x1.  An  Act  for  better  paving,  lighting,  watching, 
sewering,  draining,  cleansing,  and  otherwise 
improving  the  Town  and  Neighbourhood  of 
Huddersfield  in  the  West  Riding  of  the  County 
of  York,  for  maintaining  an  efficient  Police,  and 
removing  and  preventing  Nuisances  and  An- 
noyances therein. 

cxii.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  of  the  Bo- 
rough of  Londonderry. 

cxliL  An  Act  for  incorporating  "  The  West  of 
England  and  South  "Wales  Land  Draining  Com- 
pany ;"  and  for  enabling  Owners  of  limited  In- 
terests in  Land  to  charge  the  same  for  the  Pur- 
poses of  Drainage,   Irrigation,  Warping,   Em« 
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bankment,  BeoUomtion,  Inclosure,  and  Im- 
provement. 

«li;iii.  An  Act  to  improve  the  River  Nene  and 
Wisbech  River,  and  the  Drainage  of  Lands  dis- 
charging their  Waters  into  the  same. 

exliv.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  several 
Acts  relating  to  the  Birkenhead  Commissioners 
Docks,  and  to  transfer  the  several  Powers  of 
the  said  Commissioners  to  a  Corporate  Body  to 
be  entitled  "  The  Trustees  of  the  Birkenhead 
Docks  ;"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxlv.  An  Act  for  oontinning  the  Term  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  Eighth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His 
Majesty  King  George  the  Fourth,  intituled  An 
Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  and  main- 
taining the  Road  from  Hulme,  across  the  River 
Irwell,  throuyh  Salford,  to  Eocles,  in  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lancaster,  and  a  Branch  of  Road 
commtmicating  therewith,  so  fiir  as  relates  to 
the  Road  from  Hulme  to  Eecles,  for  the  Pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  Trustees  to  pay  off  the 
Debt  now  due  on  the  said  Roads. 

cxlvi.  An  Act  for  altering  and  amending  an  Act 
passed  for  maintaining  the  Road  from  Cross- 
ford  Bridge  to  Manchester ^  and  a  Branch  con. 
nected  therewith. 

cxlvii.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  and 
maintaining  the  Road  from  Richmond  to  Reeth 
in  the  County  of  York. 

cxlviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Wishaw  and  Colt- 
ness  Railway  Company  to  divert  and  improve 
certain  portions  of  their  Line. 

cxlix.  An  Act  to  enable  "  The  Timber  Preserving 
Company "  to  purchase  and  work  certain  Let- 
ters Patent,  and  for  confirming  the  same. 

cl.  An  Act  for  draining,  warping,  and  otherwise 
improving  Thome  Moor  in  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire, 

cli.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Endowment  and 
Consecration  of  a  new  Chapel  at  Marlborough, 
and  the  Annexation  of  the  same  to  Marlborough 
College. 

clii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  for  the  more  easy 
Recovery  of  Small  Debts  and  Demands  within 
the  City  of  London  and  the  Liberties  thereof. 

cliii.  An  Act  for  the  Establishment  of  the  Far- 
mers* Estate  Society  Irelcmd. 

cliv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dundee  and  Perth 


RaQway  Company  to  take  a  Lease  of  tha  Un- 
.dertaking  of  the  Dundee  and  Arbroath  Rail- 
way Company,  and  to  amend  the  Acts  relatiag 
to  such  Companies  respectively. 

civ.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Pai$ley 
to  Barrhead,  with  certain  Branch  Railwmjf 
therewith  .connected,  to  be  called  "  The  Pais- 
ley,  Barrhead,  and  Hwrlet  Railway." 

clvi.  An  Act  to  make  a  Deviation  in  the  autho- 
rised Line  of  the  Manchester,  Buxton,  Matlock, 
and  Midlands  Junction  Railway,  together  with 
a  Branch  to  BakeweU, 

clvii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Exeter  and  Exmouth  Railway  Company. 

clviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Oreat  Western  Rail* 
way  Company  to  construct  a  Loop  Line  from 
the  Birmingham  and  Oxford  Junction  Railway 
through  the  Town  of  Leamington;  and  fiir 
other  Purposes. 

clix.  An  Act  to  confer  additional  Powers  on  the 
Gre€U  Western  Railway  Company  with  refer* 
ence  to  an  Agreement  of  the  Twelfth  of  A<>- 
vember  1846,  for  the  Purchase  by  them  of  the 
Birmingham  and  Oxford  Junction  and  JKr- 
minghdm,  Wolverhampton,  and  Dudley  Rail- 
ways. 

clx.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Edinburgh  and  Oku- 
gow  Railway  Company  to  hold  Shares  in  the 
Edinburgh  and  Bathgate  Railway  Company; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxi.  An  Act  for  the  more  effeotually  paying, 
lighting,  watching,  draining,  oleansing,  and 
otherwise  improving  the  Town  and  Nei^bmir-- 
hood  of  Walsall  in  the  County  of  8tafor4,  for 
improving  the  Markets,  and  for  th^  better 
assessing  tho  Poor's  Rates,  Highway  Rales, 
Church  Rates,  and  other  Looal  Rates  within 
the  Parish  of  Walsail  in  the  said  County. 

clxii.  An  Act  for  granting  fiirther  Powers  to  the 
Clerkenwell  Improvement  Commissionera  for 
the  Purpose  of  enabling  them  to  complete  the 
new  Street  and  the  Improvements  conneeied 
therewith. 

clxiii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  SanatoiT  Im- 
provement of  the  City  of  London  and  ihB  Liber- 
ties thereof,  and  for  the  better  cleansiaf  ,  sewer- 
ing, paving,  and  lighting  the  same. 
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1.  AN  Act  to  authorize  the  feuing  of  the  Glebe 
xjL  Lands  of  the  Parish  of  O&van  in  the 
County  of  Lanark, 

2.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Trustees  of  the  Will 
of  the  late  Calmady  Pollexfen  Hamlvn  Esquire, 
under  the  Direction  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
to  pull  down  the  Mansion  or  Dwelling  House 
at  I^a^choe  in  the  County  of  Devon,  Part  of  the 
Estates  devised  by  the  same  Will,  and  to  re- 
build the  same,  and  to  raise  Money  for  those 
Purposes  by  Mortgage  of  the  said  Estates  ;  and 
for  making  Provision  for  the  Payment  of  the 
Principal  Monies  so  raised  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

3.  An  Act  for  confirming  an  Exchange  of  certain 
Lands  in  the  Parish  of  Wilton  in  the  County  of 
Somerset^  heretofore  Part  of  the  Augmentation 
of  the  Perpetual  Curacy  of  Hill  Bishops  other- 
wise Bishops  Hull  in  the  same  County,  for 
certain  Lands  in  the  Parish  of  Staplegrove  in 
the  same  County,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

4.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Sale  to  the  Right 
Honourable  George  Harry  Earl  of  Stamford 
and  Warrington  of  certain  Freehold  and  Lease- 
hold Hereditaments  in  the  County  of  Salop  de- 
vised by  the  Will  of  Polly  Hale  Widow,  de- 
ceased, and  for  directing  the  Investment  of  the 
Purchase  Money  in  other  Hereditaments,  to  be 
settled  in  like  Manner. 

5.  An  Act  to  authorize  Grants  in  Fee  and  Leases 
for  long  Terms  of  Years,  for  Building  Purposes, 
of  the  devised  Estate  of  John  Newton  Esquire, 
deceased,  situate  at  Gorton  in  the  Parish  of 
Manchester  in  the  County  of  Lancaster, 

6.  An  Act  for  enabling  Sales,  Leases,  and  Mort- 
gages to  be  made  of  certain  Estates  in  the 
County  of  York,  heretofore  belonging  to  John 
Fullerton. 

7.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Will  of 
Edward  Jessop  the  elder  to  sell  the  Estates 
devised  by  such  Will,  and  to  lay  out  the  Money 
to  arise  therefrom  in  the  Purchase  of  other 
Estates  under  the  Direction  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery. 

8.  An  Act  for  enabling  Leases  and  Sales  to  be 
made  of  an  Estate  at  Horton  in  the  Parish  of 
Bradford  in  the  County  of  York,  holden  upon 
the  Trusts  of  the  Will  of  Jacob  Hudson,  de- 
ceased. 

9.  An  Act  to  enable  Sir  William  Miller  of  GUnlee 
and  Barskimming,  Baronet,  Heir  of  Entail  in 
possession  of  the  Lands  and  Estates  of  Glenlee, 
Barskimming,  and  others,  lying  in  the  Stew* 


artry  of  Kirkcudbright  and  County  of  Ayr,  to  * 
exchange  certain  Portions  of  the  said  Estates, 
and  to  sell  certain  Parts  thereof,  for  the  Pay- 
ment and  Extinction  of  the  Debts,  Obligations, 
and  Burdens  affecting  the  same. 

10.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Governors  and 
Trustees  of  the  united  Charities  of  Naihamel 
Waterlwuse,  appointed  by  virtue  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  Seventeenth  Tear  of  the  Reign  of 
Kin^  George  the  Third,  intituled  An  Act  for 
uniting  arid  better  regvtlatina  the  Charities  of 
Nathaniel  Waterhouse  Moiihxn  the  Town  and 
Parish  of  Halifax  in  the  West  Riding  of  the 
County  of  York  ;  and  amending  the  Powers  and 
Provisions  of  the  said  Act,  and  granting  other 
Powers  and  Provisions  enabling  the  Governors 
and  Trustees  of  the  said  united  Charities,  when 
incorporated,  to  sell  and  to  convey  Parts  of  the 
Lands  of  the  Charity  Estates,  make  Exchanges 
of  the  Lands  of  the  said  Estates  for  other 
Lands,  lease  Mines,. fell  Timber,  and  effect  Im- 
provements ;  and  for  regulating  the  Application 
of  the  Revenues,  Rents,  and  Income  of  the  said 
Estates,  and  enlarging  the  charitable  Uses  of ' 
the  said  Charities  ;  and  for  other  Purposes  con- 
cerning the  same. 

11.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  Administra- 
tion of  certain  Charities  in  the  Parish  of  Sand- 
bach  in  the  County  of  Chester,  and  the  Distri- 
bution of  the  Income  thereof,  and  for  vesting 
the  Estates  and  Property  belonging  to  the 
Charities  in  new  Trustees,  and  to  enable  the 
Trustees  to  grant  Leases  of  the  Charity  Estates ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

12.  An  Acf  to  alter  and  amend  an  Act  passed  in 
the  Eighth  and  Ninth  Years  of  the  Reign  of 
Her  present  Majesty,  for  enabling  the  Trustees 
of  the  Will  of  Francis  late  Duke  of  Bridaewater 
to  carry  into  execution  certain  Articles  of 
Agreement  entered  into  by  them  with  the 
Right  Honourable  Francis  Egerton  now  Earl 
of  ElUsm^ere. 

13.  An  Act  for  the  Sale  of  the  Glebe  Lands  be- 
longing to  the  Rectory  of  WooUuich  and  the 
Parish  Church  of  Saint  Mary  Woolwich  in  the 
County  of  Kent,  and  to  confirm  the  Building 
Leases  of  such  Lands,  and  for  Endowment  of  a 
new  Ecclesiastical  District ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

14.  An  Act  for  extending  certain  Powers  of  an 
Act  passed  in  the  Eighth  Year  of  the  Reign  of 
Her  present  Majesty,  intituled  An  Act  for  en- 
larging the  Powers  contained  in  the  Will  of  Sir 
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John  Ramfden  Baronet,  deceased^  to  grant 
LeoMet  of  the  Hereditaments  in  the  Townships 
of  Huddenfield,  Honley,  Dalton,  and  Almond- 
bury  devised  hy  such  Will,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses, to  the  Hereditaments  in  the  Parishes  of 
Almondbury,  Kirkeaton,  and  HuddersfUld  com- 
prised in  the  Settlement  made  on  the  Marriage 
of  John  Charles  Ramsden  Esquire,  deceased ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

15.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  granting  of  Building 
Leases  for  Ninety-nine  Years  of  Parts  of  the 
Trust  Estates  of  the  Will  of  the  late  Charles 
Robert  Blundell  Esquire,  situate  in  the  Parishes 
of  Sefton,  Walton  on  the  Sill,  and  North  Meols 
in  the  County  of  Lancaster,  and  to  lease  Waste 
Lands  and  Coal  and  other  Mines,  and  to  ex- 
change certain  detached  and  intermixed  Lands, 
other  Parts  of  the  said  Trust  Estates. 

16.  An  Act  for  granting  Building  and  other  Im- 
provement Leases  of  the  Settled  Estates  of  the 
Right  Honourable  George  Augustus  Frederick 
Charles  Earl  of  Shefisld,  situate  in  the  Parishes 
of  Newhaven  and  !bishopstcne  in  the  County  of 
Sussex. 

17.  An  Act  to  amend  a  Settlement  made  by  the 
Most  Honourable  the  Marquess  and  Marchio- 
ness of  Londonderry  and  the  Honourable  Vis- 
count Beaham;  and  for  other  Purposes  therein 
mentioned. 

18.  An  Act  for  compromising  certain  Suits  and 
Claims  affecting  Parts  of  the  Estates  of  the 


late  Marquess  of  Antrim,  and  fi»r  settling  cer- 
tain Lands  intermixed  with  Parts  of  sack 
Estates. 

19.  An  Act  for  vesting  the  Two  undivided  Sixth 
Shares  of  Christopher  Alderson,  a  Lunatic,  and 
Mary  Alderson  Spinster,  a  Person  of  unsound 
Mind,  as  Two  of  the  six  Children  of  Christopher 
Alderson  Alderson  deceased,  in  certain  Free- 
hold Estates  in  the  Counties  of  Middlesex, 
Hertford,  and  York,  in  Trustees,  in  whom  the 
other  Four  undivided  Sixth  Shares  are  now 
vested,  upon  trust  for  Sale. 

20.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  certain  Powers  of 
leasing  contained  in  the  last  Will  and  Testa- 
ment of  the  late  Most  Honourable  John  OrieK- 
ton  Stuart  Marquess  of  BiUe  and  Earl  of  Dum- 
fries deceased. 

21.  An  Act  for  altering  an  Act  made  and  passed 
in  the  Session  of  Parliament  held  in  the  Ninth 
and  Tenth  Years  of  the  Reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  for  enabling  the  Mas- 
ter and  Brethren  of  the  Hospital  of  Saint  Mary 
the  Virain  within  the  Borough  of  Neweastte- 
upon-Tyne  to  grant  Leases  of  their  Estates  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

22.  An  Act  for  the  Relief  of  the  Right  Honour- 
able Richard  Earl  of  GlenaaU,  in  resnect  of  hit 
Estates  in  the  Counties  ofWaterford  and  Tip- 
perary  in  Ireland,  and  for  vesting  the  same 
Estates  in  Trustees  for  effecting  such  Relief. 


PRIVATE  ACTS, 


NOT  PRINTED. 


23.  Av  Act  for  the  Restitution  in  Blood  of  Wil- 
liam Constable  MaxweU  Esquire. 

24.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  jE^or^ 
Heneage  Esquire  with  Charlotte  Frances  Ann 
Heneage  his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to 
marry  again  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

25.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Robert 
Nicholson  Esquire  with  Frances  Nicholson  his 
now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes  therein  mentioned. 

26.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  the  Reve- 
rend Frederick  Orueber  Lugard    Clerk  with 


Grace  Price  Lugard  his  now  Wife,  and  to  en- 
able him  to  marry  again ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 
27.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  WiUiam 
Jervis,  a  Captain  in  the  Forty-second  Regiment 
oi  Bengal  Native  Infantry,  and  Paymaster  and 
Superintendent  of  Native  Pensioners  at  Bar- 
rackpore  in  the  Province  of  Bengal  in  the  Eatt 
Indies,  with  Mary  Amelia  his  now  Wife,  and  toi 
enable  him  to  marry  again  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses therein  mention^. 
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ABERDEEN,  Earl  of 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  Com.  <**)  399 
Italy,  Affairs  of,  C»7)  1194 
Marriages  and  Births  (Scotland),  2R.  (•^072 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  Com.  ^^^  878 
SUve  Trade,  The,  Returna  moved  for,  (*>)  1037, 

1006 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  <W  751 ; — 
Expulsion  of  Sir  H.  Bulwer,  C»)  990 

Abinoer,  Lord 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  <*"> 
996 

Abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords, 

c  Petition  (Mr.  Wakley),  W  i056 

AcLAND,  Sir  T.  D.,  Devonshire,  N. 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  (*b>  960 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  C*> 

1330 
Juvenile  Population,  *»)  464 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved,  <^  997 

Adair,  Mr.  R.  A.  S.,  Camhridge 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeoh,  ^  70,  91 
Poor  Uws,  on  124 
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ADDERLET,Mr.  C.  B.,  Staffordshire,  N. 
Crown  and  Covemment  Security,  8R.  08)  41K8 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,    Com. 

Amend.  ^527 
Jews  Disabilities,  Com.  O^)  1241 
Juvenile  Population,  (*")  469 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  07)064,  682 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  (^  861 

Address  in  Anstoer  to  the  Speech, 
I.  06)  14  ;  Her  Majesty's  Answer,  207 
c.  C«)  64  ;   Amend.    (Mr.   H.    Grattan),  76  ; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  143  ;  Report,  101 ;  Her 

Majesty's  Answer,  227 

Adjournment, 
c.  OB)  1421 ;    Amend.   (Mr.   Spooner),  1422 ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  1436 

Administration  of  Criminal  Justice  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  08)  1211 ;  2R.*  08)  680 ;   Rep.*  088) 

481 ;  3R .•  510 
/.   1R.»  OW581;    2R.*  922;    Rep.*  1015; 

3R.»  1069  ;  Royal  Assent,  cwi)  loi 

Administration  of  Justice  {No,  1)  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  <»)  4  ;  1R.»  7  ;  2R.*  468 ;  Rep.»  Ot) 

170,  678  ;  8R.*  680 
I.  IR.*  o»>  714 ;  2R.»  1049 ;  8R.*  <»•«  748 
Royal  Aiient,<>M>  101 
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Administration  of  Justice  {No.  2)  Bill, 
c.  Leave.  C96)  4  ;  ir.»  7  ;  2R.»  458  ;  Rep .•  W 

170,  673  ;  3R.»  680 
I  IR .•  C99)  714  ;  2R.»  1049  ;   3R.»  Cioo)  743  ; 

Royal  Assent,  C»<»J  101 

Adrianople,  Treaty  of — Foreign  Policy, 
c.  Question  (Mr,  Hume),  (*>  290  ;  Papers 
moved  for  (Mr.  C.  Anstcy),  293  ;  House 
counted  out,  311  ;  Observations  (Mr.  Urqu- 
hart),  623:  Resumed  Debate,  1132;  Adj. 
Debate.  W)  66  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  698  ; — 
Mr,  Urquhart,  232 

Advocate,   The    Lord   (Right  Hon.   A. 
Rutherfurd),  Leith 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  (100)1164,  1171 
Entail,  Law  of.  Amendment  (Scotland),  Leave, 

CW) 1307 
Limatic  Asylums  (Scotland),  2R.  (*•)  844,  851 
Shipwrecks  on  the  Shetland  Ishinds,  C^  1036 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  3R. 

000)612 
Supply— Education,  O0»  259,  260 

Aglionby,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Cockermouth 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  CW  1143 
Borough  Elections,  Com.  t*^  1449 
Cathedrals  and  Collegiate  Churches,  Address 

moved,  CW  1092 
Copyhold  Tenures,  t»)  924 
Crown  and  Government  Secnrity,  2R.  <W  104  ; 

Com.  cl.  1,  158;  cL  S,  Amend.  173,  252, 

359,  366 ;  add.  d.  417 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*> 

405 
Dillon,  Captain,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^> 

916 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  ("^MlU 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Res.  ^*>  124 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Leave,  (^> 

1303 
Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^»^597 
Horsham;  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 

(W)  483  ;  (»>  1001 
Ireland,  State  of,  ^"^  818 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  Com.  el.  2,  (W  600 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  CW)68 
Lords,  House  of.  Abolition  of  the,  W)  1059 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Scotland).  2R.  <»>  849 
Naval  Estimates— Supply,  W>  806 
New  Zealand   Government,   Leave,  C*>  1024  ; 

Com.  C96)  352,  362,589,  611 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Conmi.  moved  for, 

(95)  1402 
Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of.  Address  moved, 

(vn  1381 
Poor  Law  Tlreland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  45 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland),  (the  Quarter- 
Acre  CUuse),  Leave,  (W)353 
Private  Bills,  <»>  924 

Public  Departments,  Address  moved,  ^^^  595 
Railways,  Com.  cl.  7,  ^^^  600 ;  Rep.  add.  cl. 

1002 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  Leave,  C«)  1289 

Agricultural  Statistics, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Sandars),  W)539 

Agricultural  Tenant  Bight  Bill, 
c.  1R.»C96)658;  2R.  ^»'>858 


Agriculture  (Ireland), 
I.  Returns,  Cioi)  726 

Alcock,  Mr.  T.,  Surrey 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  CW)  458 

Aliens,  Bemoval  of,  Bill, 

I.  IR.  W 135  ;  2R.  264  ;  Com.  397 ;  8R.  45« 

c.lR.*  C98)452  ;  Question  (Mr.  Ewart).  508  ; 

2R.  560  :  Amend.  (Sir  W.  Molesworth),  562, 

[0.  a.  A.  141,  N.  22,  M.  119]  584  ;  Com.ei. 

1,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  707,  [A.  84,  N.  158, 

M.  124]  ib. ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Granger),  708, 

[A.  33,  N.  98,  M.  65]  t6.  ;  Rep.*  759  ;  8R. 

851  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Mowatt),  852,  [0.  q.  A. 

146,  N.  29,  M.  117]  870  ;  BiU  passed,  871  ; 

I,  Commons'  Amends.   1060 ;    Royal  Asaent, 

W563 

Anderson,  Mr.  A.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 

Shipwrecks  on  the  Shetland  Islands,  (**)  1035 

Anson,   Hon.    Lieut.-Col.    G.,    Stafford- 
shire, S, 
Ordnance  Estimates,  (i<»)  1066,  1068 
Supply— Metropolitan  Survey,  ("^  1014,  1015, 
1016 

Anstey,  Mr.  T.  C,  Toughal 

Borough  Elections  (No.  2),  Com.  el.  1,  (*>)699, 

713 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  firom  Miadrid, 

(»)  1262 
Business  of  the  House,  <*>  859 
Colonies,  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the, 

C*o)  149  ;  Assistant  Under  Secretary,  938 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm« 

moved  for,  C»)  1169 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  <*«*)  607  ; 

Com.  916  ;  Amend.  922,  1119  ;  <i«i)  62,  63 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  t»)  941 
Crown  and  Grovemment  Security,  2R.  (*^>108  ; 

Com.  347 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome,  2E.  Amend., 

001)204;   Com.    Amend.   487,  494;  c/.   1, 

Amend.  511 ;  add.  d.  512;  d.  2,  Ameiid, 

520  ;  3R.  621,  623 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  <^>e25 
Foreign  Policy — Treaty  of  Adrianople,  Papers 

moved  for,  (B6>291,  293, 628,631, 1132, 1144, 

1151,  1200,  1206,  1227,  1240;  CW73,  74^ 

80,82,  114,  117,698 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  <*•*>  976 
National  Representation,  C»oo)  204 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  Amend.  <*0 

361 
Ovans,    Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moyed  for, 

(100)  443 

Passengers'BiU,  2R.  W  1034 

PoUnd,  Address  moved,  W)  1304 

Property  Tax,  Com.  W)  1048 

Racing  Sweeps,  <ioi)  754 

Roman  Catholic  Charities,  Leave,  W)211 

Roman   Catholic  Relief,  Leave,  C»>211  ;  fR. 

800 ;  Com.  W  712,  714,  726  ;  C«^  314 ;  d,  1, 

319 ;  (W)  143, 147, 143,  154  ;  000)579 
Sattara,  Rajah  of,  (*^>  263 ;  Comm.  moved  for, 

W)  1407 
Sewers,  Metropolitan  Commission  o^   ConioU- 

dation.  Leave,  Amend.  (100)515 
Sligo,   Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  <••* 
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AwsTET,  Mr.  T.  C. — continued. 
State  Trials  (Ireland),  Returns  mored  for,  (m> 

1324 
Sugar  Duties,  C»)115Y,  1393,  1304,  1396 
Tenants  at  Will  (Ireland),  Com.  (W)985 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moYod  for, 

Amend.  Adj.  ^00)593 
Urquhart  Correspondence,  The,  Ci«)  1125 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  W)  250 
WUde,  Chief  Justice,  <»w)  753 

Appeal^  Criminal,  Court  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),  («*>  627 

Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill, 

c.  Leave,  <«)1299  ;  IR.*  1332  ;  2R.  W)  noi  ; 
2R.  postponed,  1103 

Appeals  on  Civil  Bills  (Buhlin)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  (W)249 ;  2R.*  336;  3R.*  809 
I.  IR.*  (»)986;  2R.»  (»«»  504;  Rep.»  562  ; 
3R.*  615 ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Arhuthnoit,  The  Yiscouni 

I.  Comm.  moved  for  (The  Lord  Chancellor), 
W1049;  Report,  OW)  236 

Archdall,  Capt.  M.  E.,  Fermanagh 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  tw  m 
Outgoing  TenanU  (Ireland),  2R.  (^)  1329 

Arctic  Expedition, 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  <«^  630 

Argyll,  Duke  of 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  (>«i)  485 
Entail,  Law  of  (Scotland);  2R.  (»)  1307 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (>b>  1354 
Marriages  and  Births  (Scotland),  2R.  Cn)672; 

3R.  («oo)781 
Public  Health,  2R.<»)1410;  Commons'  Amends. 

(101)  143 

Rum  Duties,  2R.0W)  1163 

Sicily,  Interference  in  the  AflB^rs  of,  (^^>  1207 

Sugar  Duties,  2R.  ooi)  582 

Arming  and  Training  in  Dublin, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Beaumont),  <W  446 
c.  Question  (Mr.  6.  A.  Hamilton),  ^^>  462 

Armstrong,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Lancaster 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  0<>o)  1157 

Army, 

Estimates  —  Supply,  c.  («•>  1021 ;  (W  1149  ; 

Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  1163,  [A.  39,  N.  293, 

M.  264J  1187;  Amend.  (Sir  W.  Molesworth), 

1190,  [A.  46,  N.  246,  M.  201]  t6.;  CW)  704. 

Amend.  (Mr.  R.  Osborne),  766,  [A.  21,  N. 

69,  M.  481  766 
Medals  far  the,  I.  Question  (Duke  of  Richmond), 

C»)  1061  ;  (Lord  Colville),  1336;  (Duke  of 

Richmond),  W)  1017  ;  C»)  566 
Spirits,  Sale  of,  in  Canteens,  c.  Question  (Col. 

Lindsay),  W  286 

ARinn)EL  AND  SuRRET,  Earl  of,  Arundel 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  C»)581  ;  8R.  861 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  Report,  <••>  288 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 
Com.  cl,  2,  cwi)  530 


Abundbl  and  Subrbt,  Earl  of— c<mHn%ied, 
Ejection  of  Tenants  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

(W  1008 
Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  for,  C«0  906 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^*^ 

1362 
Now  Zealand  Government,  Leave,  ^W  1030 
Roman  Catholic  Charities,  Leave,  (•*)214 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,   Leave,  (»)214;  2R. 

824,  836  ;  Com.  (»)  732,  764  ;  cl.  1,  C«^  823, 

327 ;  (W)  155 

AsHBURTON,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (W  49 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  CK)  468 
Bank  of  England,  (»)  209,  218,  219 
Commercial  Distress,  Coumi.   moved  for,  ^•^^ 

611,  617 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Returns  moved  for,  tW  1062, 

1065 
West  Indies,  The,  CW)  218 

Ashburton,  Lord,  The  late, 
I,  Observations  (Lord  Stanley),  (*^  979 

Ashley,  Viscouot,  Bath 
Emigration,  0«>)  1172 
Episcopal  Revenues,  (^>  1269 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Conmi.  moved  for,  (^> 

1272,  1393 
Juvenile  Population,  C»)  429,  470 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  C97}  632,  635,   666,  666, 

684,  690 
Public  Health,  Com.  C»)  779 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  Leare,  ^W  1288 

Assessionable      Manors      Commissioners 
{Duchies  of  Cornwall  and  Lancas- 
ter), Bill 
c,  1R.»  C»<»>  924;  2R.*  1041 ;  3R.»  Cwi)  143 
I  IR.*  141  ,  2R.»  236  ;  Rep.»  307,  SR.*  366  ; 
Royal  Assent,  726 

Assignments    of   Ecclesiastical  Districts 

^BUl,        ^ 
I,  1R.»  (»>1;  2R.*979;  Rep.*  1199;  8R.» 

1221 
c.  1R.»  W  1411 ;  2R.*  (»»>  130 ;  Rep.  386 ; 

3R.»  570 
(.  Royal  Assent,  ««>  101 

Assimilation  of  Appointments  Bill, 

I.  1R.»  Cioo)  380  ;  2R.*  463  ;  Rep.»  504  ;  8R.* 

562 
c.lK*  ("»^  64 

Assistant  Surgeons, 
c.  Observations,  (Mr.  Wakley).  Cwi)  629 

Attorney  General,  The  (Sir  J.  Jervis), 
Chester 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  CW  672 

Buron  v.  Denman,  Case  of  (*>  1066 ; — Privi- 
leges of  Counsel,  C»)  287 

Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com:  cl.  8, 
CW)  173,  247,  266,  344,  346,  356,  382  ;  cl.  4, 
386;  add.  ct.  Amend.  418;  Proviso,  421, 
423,  426  ;  d.  4,  428,  429 

Death  Pumshment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  (>^  684 

Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  (*^)  701 

Ecclesiastical  CourU,  Ret.  («•>  122 
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AnosnT  GimB&AL,  The— eonttVitied. 
IJjaotioii  of  Tenants  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

CW)i007 
Election   Recognisances,  2R.   C>^  623,   1092; 

Rep.  Amend.  1192 
Exeter's,  Bishop  of,  Letter,  CW  1356 
Jewish  Disabilities,  Com.  (^>  1244 
Judges,  Attendance  of,  at  Chambers,  C^^*)  753, 795 
Legal  Education,  0^>  109,  110 
Magistrates,  Law  relating  to,  Leave,  (M)  4,  6 
New  Zealand  GrOTemment,  Com.  (*^>  364,  365 
Privilege  —  West    Gloucestershire     Election, 

Comm.  moved  for,  <«*>  1071 
PubUo  Health,  Com.  C»)872;  d.  1,  1176;  d. 

19,  1213;  cl.  60,  1243,  1244;   d.  63,  t6.; 

d.  67, 1247 ;  d,  80,  1250 ;   Lords'  Amends. 

—Smoke  Clause,  C»oo)  1 179 
Racing  Sweeps,  <»")  754,  755 
Railway  Commission,  Leave,  ooo)  122 
RaUways,  Com.  d.  7,  (»>  601 
Riots  in  the  Metropolis,  (97)538 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  (*>)757;  d.  1, 

<»^318;  000)579^580 
SmaU  Debts,  2R.  Amend.  (w)595 
Sugar  Duties,  W)  1316  ;  Com.  d,  1,  OW654 
Supply— The  Regium  Donum,  Ooi)  451 
Venue,  Changing  the  (Ireland),  (>»)751 
Wilde,  Chief  Justice,  Cioi)  753^  795 

Attorneys  and  SolicUars  (Ireland)  BUI, 
c.  lR.^Cioo)924 

AuGEXAND,  Earl  of 
"  Avenger,"  Loss  of  the,  W)8 
Hypothecation  of  Goods  (India),  Papers  moved 

for,  C«)  367 
Marines,  Royal— Good  Conduct  Warrants,  (^^k^)  2 
Medals,  Naval  and  Military,  (>^)  1336 
National  Defences,  Returns  moved  for,  (^>  284 
Railway  Companies  and  Steamboats,  (w>  674 
Salaries  in  Public  Departments,  Returns  moved 

for,  W)  1122, 1128 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Returns  moved  for,  (*»  1047 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts  Bill, 
I.  IR.  C»)1405;  2R.  (»)454;  3R.*(«W964 
c.  IR.*  C«8)452;   2R.  1143,  Amend.  (Mr.  G. 

Bankes),  1144,  [0.  a.  A.  38,  N.  100,  M.  621 

1149 

Australia,  Emigration  to, 
I.  Obsecrations  (Earl  Grey),  CioD  1 

Austria,  State  of, 
c.  Question  (Lord  D.  Stuart),  <•'>  848 
Oermanie   Vonfederation,    The,    e.    Question 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  see  lUdy^ 

*'  Avenger,'^  Loss  of  the, 
L  Question  (Earl  of  Malmesbury),  CMO  2 
e.  Question  (Hon.  H.  Fitzroy),  ^m)659 

Baooe,  Mr.  W.,  Norfolk,  W, 
Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  (*^  595 
609 

Baqshaw,  Mr.  J.,  Harwich 

Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved,  (•0605 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for, »)  117 
Sugar  Dutiat,  (1^1440 


Bail  for  Manslaughter  BiU, 
I  1R.*CW891;2R.CW1 

Bailet,  Mr.  J.,  Herefordshire 

Brazil — Commercial  Treaty  with,  (»>  1232 
Public  Health,  Com.  d,  50,  <9>)  1219 

Baillie,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Inverness-shire 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved,  ^^^ 

1139 
Itely,  Intervention  in,  <>«)  174 
Navigation  Laws,  C*7)  1212  ;  Com.  Res.  ('»50 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved,  CW97I 
Slaves,  Murder  of,  <•'>  700 
Spain,  Relations  with,  (•«  1236 ;  (•»  1 
Sugar  Duties,  («•)  1159 ;  Comm.  Res.  0«)2iKI 
Sugar  Duties,t3R.  add,  d.  (w»)885 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  (»>  749,  751 

Baines,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Hull 

Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comm.  mored' 

for,  C»)  1349 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  add,  ei. 

<»)961 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  d,  3, 

CW366 
Health  of  Towns,  C»)  265 
Poor  Removal  Act  Amendment,  Leave,  ^>  424 

Bakehouses  Bill, 
c.  1R.»0«0510 

Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen, 
c.  Comm.   moved  for,  (Lord  R.   GrotTenor)} 
W86,  [A.  43,  N.  55,  M.  12]  100 

Ballot,  The, 
c.  Motion  (Hon.  F.  H.  F.  Berkeley),  Oos)  1235,. 
[A.  86,  N.  81,  M.  5]  1268 

Bank  Charter  Act, 
L  Question  (Lord  Redesdale),  ^>  63 ;   (Lord 

Stanley),  207 ;  (Lord  Brougham),  220 
c.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  «»>  150  ;  (Mr.  £wart)» 

228  ;  (Mr.  Pattison),  966  ;    Res.  (M)  1  (Rt. 

Hon.  J.  C.  Hcrries),  803 ;   Res.  S,  [A.  lSi» 

N.  163,  M.  41]  865 

Bank  of  Enaland, 

I.  Question  (Lord  Ashburton),  <*»  209 ;  ReplW 

(Earl  Grey),  218 
c.  Returns  moved  for  (Mr.  Hindley),  CM)  210 

Bankes,  Mr.  G.,  Dorsetshire 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report. 

C»)  194 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  Amend.  <W 

1144 
Borough  Elections,  Com.  CM)  1440,  1451 
Borough  Elections  (No.  2),  Com.  c/.  1 ; 

C»)  694 
Budget,  The—Financial    SUtement,  (M}929 

1441 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulson  o(  from  Madrid, 

C»)  347 
Business  of  the  House,  ("^)  249 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  <>*«>  WL 

Com.  <w»)72 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  fior,  <»«> 

196 
Election  Recognisances,  dR.  ^^  1092 


BAN 


BAR 


{INDEX} 


BAR 


BBA 


Bav^m*  lfr<  Q. — emOinued, 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(»)1083 
Horsham,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved,  <•'> 

lUO 
Horsham,  Borough  of,  Postponement  of  2R. 

(W)  826  ;  2R.  ("»>  150 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  (•^  461 
Income  Tax  (Irehind),  W)  755 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,   Comm.  moved  for, 

C»)  1804  ;  2R.  (»>  513  ;  Com.  C«7)  1244 
Native  Industry,  <»)  813 
Navy  Estimates,  C«)  1000 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

W1333;  CW578 
Poor   Law  Administration    Act   Amendment, 

Leave,  <»> 519, 525 
Poor  Law  Conmiission,  The,  ("^^  148 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  (»«»)918 
Private  Business,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  225 
Public   Health,   Comm.   C98)  717^  721 ;   «/.   l, 

Amend.  795 
RaUway  Commission,  Leave,  (»<»)110,  126 
Railway  Commissioners,  (^  1063,  1068 
Sligo,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  (»>  1413 
Sligo  Election,  Conmi.  moved  for,  ^^^  1241 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Correspondence  with,  CW)605, 

761,  1236,  1259.  1410,  1411,  1413 
Spanish  Ambassador,  Departure  of  the,  W)681 
Stamford  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  969 
Supply— Kafir  War,  C«)  1377  ;— Public  BuUd- 

ings,  Cioi)98  ;— Foreign  Office,  181 
Woollens,  Spanish,  Import  Duties  on,  (*>  1354 

Banking  {Scotland  and  Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Col.  Mure),  ("*)  268  ;  Observations 
(Mr.  J.  A.  Smith),  860 

Banking  Law  Consolidation  Billf 
I.  1R.»  i»)  1306  ;  2R.  »«»  229 

Bankrupts^  Release  Bill, 
I.  lR.'cioo)  1015  ;  2R.»  1098  ;  Rep.*  (»«>83  ; 

3R.»  100 
c.  1R.»  311 ;  2R.*  376  ;  Rep.*  432 ;  3R.*  486 
I.  Royal  Assent,  726 

Bankruptcy  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  C»oo)  469  ;  2R.  1270  ;  Com.  postponed,  t&. 

Bankruptcy  Court  Begulation  Bill, 
I.  1R.»  w  135 

Bankruptcy,  Law  of, 
t.  Petition  (Lord  Whamcliffe),  <w»>565 

Baring,   Right  Hon.    Sir  F.  T.,  Ports- 
mouth 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  <••>  1143 
Bank  of  England,  Returns  moved  for,  C»)210 
Budget— The— Financial  Stotement,   (^  942, 

1424,  1427 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  C»)  609 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  W)  212 
Ordnance  Estimates,  C*«)  1017 
Railway  Conmiissioners,  ^^'>  1076 

Baring,  Mr.  T.,  Huntingdon 

Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  W  436.  1088 
Navigation  Laws,  <*'>  1213 
Rio  de  U  PlAt»— Blockade  of,  (••)  907 


Barxno,  Mr.  T.— eonfificitfd 
Sugar  and  Coffoe  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,C»)93 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  OW)  59 
Tobago  ReUef,  Conmi.  Res.  (M)552 

Barklt,  Mr.  H.,  Leominster 
Colonial  Government,  ^^^^  869 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  (»<»)  544 
Sugar  Duties  C»)  1314,   1327,   1337;   Comnu 

Res.  Amend,  ooo)  245,  290 
Sugar  Duties,  Com.  cl.   1,  C»oo)  554^  555^  ^5*7^ 

662 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  O«»1045 
Tobago  Relief,  Conun.  Res.  (W)541 
West  India  Colonies  and  Mauritius,  2R.  (*•*> 

585 
West  Indies,  Distiess  in  the,  t»>  743^  788 

Barron,  Sir  H.  W.,  Waterford  City 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  C»oi)503 
Ejection  of  Tenants  (Ireland),  C»»  1147 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

Ooo)'74i    *-  »~  V  /» 

Income  Tax  (Ireland),  ^W  713 

Battersea  Park 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  (M)697 

Battersea  Park,  d^c.  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  Ci«)  311 ;  2R.»  486 ;  Rep.»  567 ;  3R.» 

583 
MR.»568;  2R.»668;  Rep.»726;  aR.*749; 

Royal  Aflsent,  768 

Beaufort,  Duke  of 
AHens,  Removal  of,  ^•^'135 

Beaumont,  Lord 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  (>«)  268 

Arming  and  Training  in  Dublin,  C^  446 

Bristowe,  Colonel,  Case  of,  ^101)514^  515 

Ceylon,  <««^  1264;  001)727 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  <**> 

994 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  t**)  1208 
Crime,  Suppression  of  (Ireland),  (^>  1129 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  ^^  694 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),   Conmions' 

Amends.  CW)  1018 
Farmers'  Estate  Society  (Ireland),  2R.  CiOD  256 
Jesuits.  The,  <»)  261,  264 
Odd  Fellows'  Societies,  <*')892.  893 
Parliamentary  Electors,  2R.  OOO  124, 136 ;  3R. 

374 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

(W)984 
Poor  Law  (Ireland))  Conom.  moved  for,  <•>  77 ; 

Res.  806 
Posen,  Duchy  of,  »)  1055,  1057 
Provident  Associaition  Fraud  Prevention,  3R. 

W  804.  807 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  2R.  0»)  1135 
Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Companies,  Ci«»  786 
Roman  Catholic  Bulls,  (*^)  674 
Rome,    Diplomatic    Relations  with,  (»)1062; 

Com.  (W  882 
SUnding  Orders,  <»••>  8 
Switzerland,  Affairs  of,  (•*)  1063 
Theatres,  Foreign,  »>  716,  717 
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Beer,  Sale  of,  Eegulation  Bill, 
I,  1R.»  C»)  284 ;  2R.  600 ;  3R .•  <»<»)  380 
c,  1R.»  ^»<»>469;  2R.*  574 ;  Rep»877;  3R. 

1096  ;  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  Berkeley),  [o.  a.  A. 

59,  N.  24,  M.  35]  »6. ;  Amend.  (Right  Hon. 

T.  M.  Gibson),  [o.  q.  A.  5S,  N.  25,  M.  33] 

1097;  cl.  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [o.  q.  A. 

34,  N.  44,  M.  10]  t6.;  Bill  passed,  1098 
I,  Royal  Assent,  (»«»  101 


Belgian  Sugar  Tariff, 
c.  Question  (Lord  G.  Bei 


c.  Question  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  000)1173 

Belgium, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  ^^^5 

Bennet,  Capt.  P.,  Suffolk,  W. 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (»> 

1082 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  (*^> 
530 

Bentinck,  Lord  W.  G.  F.  C,  King's  Lynn 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  (*^) 

159 
Bank  Charter  Act,  C»)  150 
Belgian  Sugar  Tariff,  Ooo)  1173 
BrazU,  Trade  with,  CW849 
British  Spirits,  Warehousing,  Com.  Instruction, 

(»W)594,  604,605 
Business  of  the  Session,  (»«»  525  ;  <»•»>  715     - 
Cheltenham  Election  Conmiittee,  (^^>)  765 
China,   Conmiercial    Relations    with,    Papers 

moved  for,  C96)  44I,  452 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee, 

C»)  1176,  1178,  1211,  1213, 1214, 1308,  1310 
Colonies  —  Omitted   Correspondence,  Address 

moved,  doi)  127,  134 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  ^W  970  ;  Nomination  of  Members, 

Amend.  1035,  1040,  1141,  1160,  1163, 1169, 

1171,1174,  1176 
Commercial    Policy,   Returns  moved  for,  C») 

1265,  1282,  1285,  1289,  1302,  1305 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Conmi.  moved  for,  ^^  481 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2R.  Amend.  C^^^)  597 ; 

Com.  724 ;  3R.  Amend.  756 
Debates,  Adjournment  of,  C»)  1181 
Derby,  The— Adjournment,  ^W  1262 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (»«»> 

198 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  (»«»>  652 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(W) 1063 
Financial  Statement,  (»w)556 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  ^^  296 
India,  Foreign  Trade  with,  C»)  706 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(»)1381 
Legacies  to  Charitable  Institutions,  Leave,  ^'^^ 

1223 
Mitohel,  John,  Treatment  of,  (^m)  757 
Mauritius,  The,  CW)  1064 ;  <»«»)  496 
Native  Industry,  CW)809 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  1031 ; 

Res.  W  220,  573,  607,  665 
Navy  Estimates,  CW  1002,  1020 
Official  Returns,  doi)  739 
Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  (»oi>680 
PubUc  Health,  Com.  (••)875  ;  cl  60, 1243 
Racing  Sweeps,  <»«>  755 
Railways,  Leave,  (»>236 ;  Rep.  999 


Bbntinck,  Lord  G.— «mliNti«(2. 
Rum,  Differential  Duties  on,  («)  1004,  1008 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  0«»545.  556 
Savings  Banks,  Com.  Amend.  (i«>663,  665 
Sheep,  d(c..  Importation,  Prohibition,  SR.  OOD 

145 
Shipping— Official  Returns,  <»>  1439 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  W*)ll26;. 

— Correspondence  moved  for  (*•*>  180 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  (*>  5 
Spirits,  Dealers  in.  Com.  d.  25,  (^i)  588, 589 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  CW  7,  45,  47,  68,  142,  160 
Sugar  Duties,  (»)  1122, 1126,  1159, 1164, 1843  ; 

Comm.  0»)  Res.  77  ;  Amend,  r.  p.  300,  801, 

311,  334,  339,  353,  364  ;  Rep.  501 
Sugar  Duties,  Com.  642  ;  ok  1,  ^^>Wl,  656^ 

664  ;  3R.  add.  cl.  aw)376 ;  Amend.  387 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Amend.  i>^  104^, 

1064,  1113,  1115,  1116,  1117;  Rep.  1158 
Sugar  Duties,  Informality  iu  the,  t^^)  575 
Supply— Foreign  Affiiirs,  0")  i8l ; — Civil  Con- 
tingencies, 460 
Tobago,  Petition,  Ooi)  630 
West  India  Colonies  and  Mauritius,  2R.  <^*(> 

584 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  («>  763 ;  C»>  788, 

775 

Beresford,  Major  W.,  Essex,  N. 

Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved,  W>  603 

Berkeley,  Hon.  Capt.  M.  F.  F.,  Olauces- 
ter 
Assistant  Surgeons,  (W»>629 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  C«>280 
Navy  Estimates,  (••)  1427,  1431;  OOW  1286; 
(101)  92 

Privilege  —  West  Gloucestershire  ElecUon, 
Conmi.  moved  for,  <»>  1067,  1074 

Berkeley,  Hon.  C.  F.,  Cheltenham 
Beer,  Sale  of,  3R.  Amend.  (i<»>  1096 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  (^**>  1156 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  (100)453 

Berkeley,  Hon.  F.  H.  F.,  Bristol 

BaUot,  The,  (»»>  1225, 1268 

County  Courts,  <»>  429 

Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Leave, 

(••>1302;  Com.  <»^^5S2 
Ovans,   Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(100)  444 

Public  Health,  Com.  (W  739 

Berkeley,  Hon.  G.  C.  G.  F.,  Oloueuter- 
shire,  W, 

Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  A, 
4,  Amend.  (>«>  533 ;  That  the  Bill  be  en- 
grossed, W  475 

"  No  House,"  The,  CW  591 

Privilege  —  West  Gloucesterahire  Election, 
Comm.  moved  for,  (•*>  1074 

Stamford  Election,  (3onmi.  moved  for,  <^>  865 

Sugar  Duties,  ^^^  1437 

Bernal,  Mr.  R.,  Rochester 

Election  Recognisances,  2R.  ^^  1088 
Jewish  DisabiUties,  Com.  W)  1245 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  CW  792 
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Bbbxal,  Mr.  R. — continued. 

Parliament,  NewjHouses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(W  148 
Public  Health,  Com.  W>875 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  cl  1,  ^>  1805 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  W  108 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  (»>  1105,  1113,  1225 
Sugar  Duties,  3R.  add.  el.  <!")  382 
West  India  Colonies  and  Mauritius,  2R.  001)587 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  C»)742 

Bernard,  Viscount,  Bandon  Bridge 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  C»)  342 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  (>^)318 

Bewdley,  Borough  of, 
c.  New  Writ  moved  (Capt.  Rushout),  <«)  175  ; 
Amend.  (Sir  J.  Hanmer),  ih.  [0.  q.  A.  80, 
N.  38,  M.  42]  178 ;  New  Writ  moved  (Mr. 
F.  Mackenzie),  ^^^  846 ;  Motion  withdrawn, 
847 

Birch,  Mr. — Clerk  Assistant 
I.  Res.  (the  Lord  Chancellor),  W>  1 

Births,  Registering,  <fcc.,  (Scotland)  Bill 
I.  1R.»  CW)269  ;  2R.  (»)567  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of 
Selkirk),  671 ;  Amend,  neg.  673 ;  3R.  0«»  779 
c.  lR.»Cioo)902;  2R.  1164 

Bishops,  Additional, 
I.  Observations  (Lord  Stonley),  W)  893 

Bishops,  Election  and  Consecration  of — 
Statute  of  PrcemurAret 
I.  Petition  (Bishop  of  Exeter),  C»)  632 

Blackall,  Major  S.  W.,  Longford  , 

Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  3R.  («)  804 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  000)596 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  Ooo)  984 
Loan,  Irish,  Expenditure  of.  Returns  moved  for, 

<»*>  477,  478 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  W)  1339 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  <*> 

786,797;  <«>210;  0«»)  886 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  C*')  43 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  (»)  1126 
West  India  Colonies  and  Mauritius,  2R.  Ooi) 

685 

Blackstone,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Wallingford 
Financial  Statement.  <^  1448 
Foreign  Policy,  (W 1139 

Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Amend. 
W)  596,  698,  604,898 

Blewitt,  Mr.  R.  J.,  Monnwuthshire 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 
moved  for,  (»)  413,  589 

Borneo,  Settlements  in, 
e.  Question  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouverie),  (W)699;— 
Supply,  000  311;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [A. 
12.  N.  66,  M.  44]  314 

Borough  Eleciums  Bill, 
c.  1R.»<»>638 


Borough  Elections  (No.  2)  BiU, 
c.  1R.»  COS)  834;  2R.  1182,  Amend.  (Mr.  J. 
Stuart),  1191,  [A.  69,  N.  215,  M.  114]  1194; 
[0.  q.  A.  198,  N.  85,  M.  113]  ib.;  Com. 
Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  1436.  [0.  q.  A.  166, 
N.  78,  M.  88]  1460 ;  Com.  C»)692 ;  Amend. 
(Col.  Sibthorp),  693  ;  Amend,  neg.  664  ;  d. 
1,  Amend.  (Mr.  Bankes),  t6.,  [0.  q.  A.  108, 
N.  39,  M.  69]  713;  Order  for  Com.  dis- 
charged, <»«»  473 

Borough    Police    Superannuation   Fund 
Bill 
c.  1R.»  (•7)161;  2R.»313;  Rep.»537;  3R.* 

1019 
/.  1R.»  1064;  2R.»  1114;  Rep.»  1129;  3R.* 
1193  ;  Royal  Assent,  C«)  637 

Boroughs  Incorporation  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  000)1213;  2R.»  Oo»)54;  Rep.»  88; 
3R.»  126 

/.  1R.»  100 ;  2R.»  236 ;  3R.»  466  ;  Royal  As- 
sent, 726 

BouRKE,  Mr.  R.  S.,  Kildare 
Castlebar,  Workhouse  of,  (>^)  1413 

Bouverie,  Hon.  E.  P.,  Renfrew,  &c. 

Bankruptcy,  2R.  0«»  1270 
Borneo  and  Labuan,  Settlements  in,  C)  699 
Entail,  Law  of.  Com.  d.  3,  Amend.  C«)  1417 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (SootUnd),  2R. 

(«)1150;  3R.  000)610,  611 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved,  C»7)  1004 
Sugar  Duties,  Coomi.  Amend.  (100)373 

Bowles,  Rear  Adm.  W.,  Launceston 
Navigation  Laws,  Conmi.  Res.  <»>  610 
Navy  Estimates,  (»«)  1292,  1297 
Ordnance  Estimates,  ooo)  io69 

BowRiNG,  Dr.  J.,  Bolton 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  (08)533 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  («»  249 
China,    Commercial    Rebitions    with.    Papers 

moved  for,  ^^  447 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  (»)  1168 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  (*®^^  80 
County  Courts,  (W  367 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  (••)  280 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  (^^  IQB 
Debates,  Adjournment  of,  (»>  1179 
Decimal  Coinage,  <">  878 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (W 

412 
Ecclesiastical    Commissioners,    Res.    Amend. 

(96)1121 

Exchequer,  Payment  of  the  Revenue  into  the, 

Res.  (W  127.  131,  138 
Foreign  Policy,  (")  1139 
Framework  Knitters,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^) 

1107 
Game   Laws,   Repeal  of  the,  Leave,  Amend. 

Adj.  (»^  963 
Harwich,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved,  ^^>  902 
Health  of  Towns,  (»)  266 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Bieans,  Report,  (07)772 
Italy,  Affidn  of.  Correspondence  moved  for, 

(W659 
Lords,  House  of,  Abolition  of  the,  (*^  106% 
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BowBiNo^  Dr.  J. — eantinued. 
Malta — ^Representative  Grovernment,  W)  ^60 
Man,  Isle  of,  (m>  269  ;  Commission  moved  for, 

<W125 
Navigation  Laws,  CW 1210  ;  Com.  Res.  (*)  43 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

<!>»)  1402 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Conmi.  moved  for,  C96) 

784 
Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of.  Address  moved, 

CW 1383 
Prison  Discipline — ^The  Separate  System,  <w 

383 
Private  Business,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^^  226 
Public  Departments,  Address  moved,  ^^  693 
Public  Health,  Com.  d.  43,  (^)  1219 
Supply— PubUc   Buildings,  O")  96  ;  — Public 

Buildings  (Ireland),  136 
Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  (>^)549 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  <m)  1295 

Brazil^  Trade  with, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  J.  Wilson),  CW  751  i^-Com- 
mercial  Treaty  with.  Question  (Mr.  Thome- 
ly),  1232 ;  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  C«r)  849 

Bread,  Sale  of.  Bill, 
c.  1R.*<">728 

Breadalbane,  Marquess  of 

Free  Church  (Scotbind),  Petitions,  (100)306 
Schoolmasters  (Scotland),  (M)  1171 


Bribery  and  Corruption, 
c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  <»>  211  ;• 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  BiU 


Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  3R.  <">  867 
Army  Estimates,  W>  1183 
Budget,  The— Financial   Statement,  (*<)  975, 

1439 
Business  of  the  Session,  <i<n»516 
Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  (M)6 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Irehmd),  3R.  C»)982 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  (*>117; 

Com.  e/.  3.  420 ;  Proviso,  424 ;  c/.  4,  Amend. 

428 ;  3R.  470 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  ^^>  576, 

585 
Derby,  The— Adjournment,  W>  1263 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  C*> 

1086 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  O«)508 
Episcopal  Revenues,  <*7)  1282 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

C») 1076 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Leave, 

W1301;  Com.  C«>531 
Gamekeeper,  Murder  of  a,  tW  966 
Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  (^)  919,  956 
Lords,  House  of.  Abolition  of  the,  (^)  1058 
Mitchel,  John,  Trial  of,  W4,  6,  7 
Native  Industry,  («)  812 
Navigation  Laws,  <»)  1201,  1210 ;  Res.  C>»»>  58 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  (^)838 
Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Irebind),  (101)533 
Postal  Reguktions— United  States,  («>  835 
Public  Hralth,  Lords'  Amends.  Smoke  Clause, 

(ISO)  117s 


Bbioht,  Mr.  J,-^€(nUimud. 
RaUways  (India),  C»)  927 
Retrenchment,  PubUc,  C«)  1421 
Sugar  Duties,  C»)  1314,  1315 ;   Amend.  1416, 

1438,  1461 ;  Comm.  Res.  (100)353 
Supply— The  Treasury,  (i»0 139 ;— Polish  Re- 

Aigees,  437; — The  Regium  Donum,  450, 453, 

457 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  <»)  745 

Bristowe,  Colonel,  Case  of, 
I,  Petition  (Lord  Beaumont),  ooi)  514 

British  Museum — Supply, 
c.  (»«>)  1157 

British  Spirits  Warehousing  Bill, 
c,  1R.»  W)  573 ;  2R.»  C»W  481 ;  R«p.*  924  ; 
Com.  Instruction  (Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connell), 
(»w)591,  [A.  37,  N.  76,  M.391  596;  Rep.^ 
614 ;  3R.*  668 
/.  1R.»  668;  2R.»  726;  Rep.»  749;  3R.»  767; 
Royal  Assent,  769 

Brooke,  Sir  A.  B.,  Fermanagh 

Ejection  of  Tenants  (Irebind),  (•i0  857,  861 
Income  Tax  (Irehmd),  (v^)  764 

Brotherton,  Mr.  J.,  Salford 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  3R.  («'>858 
Business  of  the  House,  (*^>  251 
China,    Conmiercial    Relations   with.   Papers 

moved  for,  (W  446 
Crime  and  Chitrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  (*^)  361 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  d.  4. 

(«)428 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of,  Leave,  ^^  590 
Debates,  Adjournment  of,  (*^)  1178,  1181 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  C^  1 120 
Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved,  (W  61d 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  <^>  404 
Jews  Disabilities,  3R.  (M)638 
Passengers'  Bill,  2R.  C^)  1034 
Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  (10O539 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  cL  1. 

(100)  1144 

PubUc  Business,  (»>  210 

PubUc  Health,  Leave,  (»>  422 ;  Com.  c/.  1,  (»> 

799 ;  cL  19, 1214 
Savings  Banks,  Com.  (^^i)  666 
Seamen,  Supply  of,  Conmi.  moved  fior,  Amend* 

Adj.  («)  1253 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  (><»>  459 

Brougham,  Lord 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (m>  53 
AUens,  Removal  of;  IR.  («>  138 ;  2R.  d7l ; 

Com.  399 
Ashburton,  Lord,  The  late,  (M)980 
Austria  and  Italy,  Papers  moved  for,  0<^»  235, 

255 
Bank  Charter  Act,  (»>  220 
Bankrupt  Law  ConsoUdation,  2R.  (!*>  229 
Bankruptcy,  Law  of,  (1^569 
Beer,  Sale  of,  Reguktion,  2R.  (»)500 
Brown,  H.  A.,  Case  of,  (»)  1045, 1050 
Chartist  Demonstrations  («>  70 ;  (»>  285,  831 
Clubs  (Ireland),  (»«)  304 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Cfomm. 

moved  for,  (»>  508 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Electioni,  1&.  (>*^>  308, 

309,  310 
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Bbouoham,  Lord — ecnUmted. 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  ("^)  1224 ; 

Returns  moved  for,  (»)  394^  395 
Criminal    Law    Administration    Amendment, 

Com.  ow)  467 
Criminal  Law  Consolidation  Amendment,  IR. 

(18)877 

Criminal  Law  Consolidation  Amendment  (No. 

2).  2R.C»)990,  992 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  <••>  492, 

505  ;  SR.  534,  536 
Declaratory  Suits,  2R.  C»«»  923 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  <m)  694, 

696 
Election  Reoogrnisances,  2R.  Amend.  (M)400, 

401 ;  Com.  448;  Rep.  Amend.  449,450,451 
EnUUs,  Law  of  (Scotland).  Com.  000)508 
Foreign  Sheep,  Returns  moved  for,  ooo)  555 
France — Speech  of  M.  Lamartine,  (»«>  1330 
Great   Yarmouth   Freemen  Disfranchisement, 

2R.  C»)  332 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  IR.  ooo) 

749 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  Cioo)  ^2,  641, 

895,  896,  897,  1098 
Italy,  Afihirs  of.  Correspondence  moved  for,  (*> 

138;  000  235,255 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (M)  1398 
Juvenile  Offenders,  ooo)  45 
Marriages  and  Births  (Scothmd),  2R.  («b)571  ; 

3R.  000)780,  783 
Owen,  Mr.  R.,  Petition,  CWgOl 
Parliament,  Business  of,  IR.  (08)338 
Parliament,  Independence  of,  2R.  000)454^  405 
Parliamentary  Proceedinirs  Adjournment,  2R. 

m  983 
Poor,  Casual,  (»)  727 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Papers  moved  for,  C»>  330 ; 

Res.  804 
Protection  of  Females,  2R.  C»)335;  3R.  (lOO) 

381 
Protection  of  Women,  IR.  (»oo)  453^  404 
Public  Business,  State  of,  («)  1416 
Public  Health,  Com.  OOO)  231,  233 
Real  Property  Commission,  Papers  moved  for, 

(96)1407 
Rebels  (Ireland),  001)308 
Roman  Catholic  Absolution,  C06)  1405 
Sicily,  Alleged  Interference  in  the  Affairs  of, 

000)1126 
SUve  Trade,  The,  <»)207;  Address  moved,  Ooi) 

372 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Relations  with.  Correspon- 
dence moved  for,  ^^>  699,  702,  757 ;  Expul- 
sion of  Sir  H.  Bulwer,  (»)  990 
Spanish  Refugees,  <>»  365 
SUnding  Orders,  Ooo)  3 
Theatres,  Foreign,  Petitions,  (»>  716 
Tobago  Relief  and  Immigration,  Rep.  (W)423 
West  Indies,  The,  Address  moved,  (>*)  1275 

Brown,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  S, 
Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  <«>  834 
China,   Commercial     Relations    with,    Papers 

moved  for,  ^^^  445 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2R.  O0i)eo9 
Navy  Estimates,  (»>  1433 
Passengers'  BUI,  2R.  (W  1034 
Postal  Communications  with  the  United  States, 

(«)929 

Brown,  IL  A,,  Ccue  of 
l.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  (*»)  1045 

VOL.  CI.    {Jje} 


Browne,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Mayo 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.CW738,  741 
Incumbered  Estates  (Irehuid),  Com.  Ooo)  394 

Beownlow,  Earl 
Lincoln,  Bishopric  of,  ("^)  1222 

Bruce,  Major  C.  L.  C,    Elginshire  and 
Naime 
Jews  Disabilities,  Com.  W)  1215 
Navy  Estimates'—Supply,  ^W  807 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  000)294 

BuccLEucH,  Duke  of 

Entail,  Law  of  (Scotland),  2R.  C»)  1307    . 
Public  Health,  2R.  (W  1407;    Com.  <»««234, 
235 

Buck,  Mr.  L.  W.,  Devonshire,  N. 

Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(»)  1090 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  ^^  483 
Public  Health,  Com.  W  738 

Budaet,  The — Financial  Statement, 
c.  W  900,  987,  1392 

Buenos  Ayres, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Disraeli),  CW  82 

BuLLER,  Right  Hon.  C,  Liskeard 

Medical   Relief,  Res.   (^635,  639,  659,  666, 

668.  686,  690 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  ^••>  364 
Parochial  Debt  and  Audit,  Rep.  C»w)  144 
Poor  Law,  W>  124 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2)  Bill,  Ooo)  737^ 

805,  924;   Com.  1015;   cl.  1,   1144,  1145, 

1146,  1149,1150;  Rep.  1214 
Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools,  Com.  Ooo) 

1216 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  C07)  53 
Rum,  Differential  Duties  on,  C»)  1007 
Vagrancy,  C»)  459 
Vancouver's  Island,  <wi)289, 299,  303 

BuLLER,  Sir  J.  Y.,  Devonshire,  S. 
Cochrane,  Mr. — His  Procession,  C«)  4I6 

Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  from  Madrid, 
I  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  C«)  1329;  <••)  240, 

987 
c.  Question  (Mr.   C.  Anstey),  <«>  1262  ;  (Mr. 

Bankes),   410;    (Rt.   Hon.  J.  C.   Herries), 

1423  ;  (Mr.  H.  BailUe),  1 ;  (»)  Motion  (Mr. 

Bankes),  347 ;  Motion  neg.  422 

Burleigh,   Lord,   Lincolnshire  (Parts  of 
Kesteven  and  Holland) 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (»)  226 

Buron  v.  Denman,  Case  qf, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  (»>  1066  i—Privi- 
leqet  of  Counsel,  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart), 
(»>  287 

BuRRELL,  Sir  C.  M.,  Shareham  (New) 
Death  Punishment,  Repeitl  of.  Leave,  (^>554 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  ^^>  559 
PubUo  Health,  Com.  (»>  873 
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Business  of  the  Houie, 
c.  Motion  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  (*^)  248 ;  Obser- 
yationf*  (Sir  G.  Grey),  859 :   (Lord  J.  Rus- 
soU),  W)  968 

Business  of  the  Session, 
e.  Observations  (Lord  J.  Rassell),  ^'••^  518  ; 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  OO"  669 

Business,  Private, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Rt.  Hon.  H.  Laboucbere), 
C») 221, 1417 

Business,  Public, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Redesdale),  (»>  208 ;  Obser- 
vations (Earl  of  EUenborough),  1412 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Brotberton),  210 

Buxton,  Sir  E.  N.,  Essex,  S, 

Cathedral    and  Collegiate   Churches,  Address 

moved,  CW)  1106 
Church  Property,  Address  moved,  Cwo)  1082 
Juvenile  Population,  ^••^  466 
New    Zealand  Government,   Leave,  (*^>  1025 ; 

Com.  <«)850 
PubUc  Health,  Com.  cl  50 ;  <«)  1220 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (»)  160 
Sugar  Duties,  (W843,  1156 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  000)453,  459 

Cabbell,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Boston 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  Leave,  (^1296 

Cafre  War,  Expenses  of  the, 
c.  Question  (Sir  H.  Willoughby),  W 1833  ;— 
Supply,  1335 ;   Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  1336, 
[A.  61,  N.  252,  M.  191]  1381 

Callaghan,  Mr.  D.,  Cork  City 

Commercial   Distress — ^The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  (•*>  1 175 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  (>^>355  ; 

2R.  887 
Habeas   Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

(100)  731 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  0«>>  402 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  <«)  325 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  (W891 
Sugar  Duties,  (W 1242 

Cambridge,  Duke  of 
Jews  DisabUities,  2R.  C«)  1345 

Campbell,  Lord 
Aliens,  Removal  of.  Com.  <*>  399 ;   Commons' 

Amends.  1060 
Beer,  Sale  of.  Regulation,  2R.  (»)500 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  (^ 

995 
Criminal     Law    Administration    Amendmeat, 

2R.  (W964  ;  Com.  ooo)  455^  457,  468  ;  Com- 
mons' Amends*  C»o»)375 
Criminal  Law  Consolidation  (No.  2),  2R.  ^> 

991 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  <••>  494, 

507 ;  3R.  535 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Irehuid),  C96)  ^93^ 

696 
Election    Recognisances,   2R.   (^  400 :    Com. 

448 ;  3R.  508 


Campbell,  Lord-w;<m<intf0£{. 
Entail,  Law  of  (Sotland),  Com.  ooo)  507,  609 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  Com.  (W>997 
Incumbered  Estates  (Irebind),  2R.  <*•)  1252 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  C«)  1391 
Marriages  and  Births  (Scotland),  2R.  (••>567  ; 

3R.  000)779,  783 
Mhiisters*  Money  (Ireland),  C»)  855 
North  Wales  Railway,  <w»)  784,  790 
Parliamentary  Electors,  2R.  0<n)  125 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

(M)  981 ;  Com.  1256  ;  3R.  Amend.  W  246 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^>  78, 

80  :  Papers  moved  for,  330  ;  Res.  805 
Pnmnunire,  Statute  of— -Election  and  Conse- 
cration of  Bishops,  (»)635,  647 
Privilege- Railway  BiU  OW784 
Protection  of  Femalee,  3R.  ooo)  333,  334 
Protection  of  Women,  IR.  OW)463 
PubUc  Health,  2R.  W 1403,  1411 ;    Com.  ^>»> 

233,  235,  756,  757;  3R.  894;    Commons' 

Amends,  ooi)  141, 143 
Representative  Peers,  Election  of  (Scotland), 

C»)396 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with.  Com.  <^*>  870, 

872,  893  :  add,  cl  899 
Standing  Orders,  0«»3 
Unlawful  Oaths  Acts  (Ireland),  2R.  Ooi>5a 
Unnecessary  Actions  Prevention,  IR.  ^^^  768 

Campbell,  Hon.  W.  F.,  Cambridge 
Jews  Disabilities,  3R.  (W)633 

Canada,  Emigration  to, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  (*^  11<^ 
c.   Question   (Mr.    Reynolds),  C»n967;    (Mr. 
Monsell),  1202 

Canada  Union  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
L  1R.»  OW  229  ;   2R.»  463  ;   Rep.»  480  ;  3R. 

509 
c.  1R.»  O«)1073;   2R.»  1143  ;   Rep.»  1163; 

3R.»  1213 
/.  Royal  Assent,  <««>  101 

Canning,  Viscount 
Jews  Disabilitiee,  2R.  <")  1346 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 
Jews  DisabiUties,  2R.  (M)  1349 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of.  Revenue  of 
the, 
c.  Observations  (Lord  J.  Russell),  t«)  542 

Cape  of  Oood  Hope, 
c.  Petition  (Dr.  Bowring),  W)  249 

Cardigan,  Earl  of 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing   Hares,    Com. 
Proviso,  W 1167 

Cardwell,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 
China,   Commercial    Relations    with.    Papers 

moved  for,  C»)  425,  451 
Commercial  Distress — The   Currency,  Conmi. 

moved  for,  (W1155 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  CW  438 
Financial  Statement,  (m>  1418 
Income  Tax-^Ways  and  Means,  (^)  4P6 
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CARDWKI.L,  Mr.  £. — wntitwed. 
Navigation  Laws,  <W)1211;    Comm.  Roe.  <«' 

537 
New   Zealand   Government,  Leave,  Ct»)  1021  ; 

Com.  («)  355 
Property  Tax,  Com.  W>  1046 
Public  Health,  Com.  cl.  1,  C»>  1176 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  Com  cl.  1,  0«»77l 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  <•»)  849 
Rum,  Differential  Duties  on,  (W)  ioi2 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  C»>  1113 
Skve  Trade  Committee,  <•«)  1169,  1198 
Sugar  Duties,  W  1458;  Comm.  Res.  Cioo)  73,  277 
Sugar  Duties,  Informality  in  the,  ^i**)  578 
Sugar  Duties  BiU,  Com.  Cioo)e49;   c/.  1,  654, 

662 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  0»)  1046 
Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  CM)  551 

Carew,  Lord 

Poor  Law  (IreUnd),  <»>985 

Carew,  Mr.  W.  H.  P.,  Cornwall  E. 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved,  (*>436 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2R.  0o»611 

Carter,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Winchester 
Property  Tax,  Com.  (•'>1039 

Cashel,  Raman  Catholic   Clergy  of,  and 
Captain  Morris, 
e.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Mr.  Maher),  C»») 
214 

Castlehar,  Workhouse  of  , 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bourke),  C«)  1413 

Castlereagh,  Viscount,  Downshire 
Bewdley  Borough,  New  Writ,  moved,  C*)  177 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  ^^  294,  298 
Harwich,  Borough  of,  New  Writ,  C»7)  906 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Leave,  C^692 
Outgoing  Tenants  (IreUnd),  2R.  (B7).S92,  1329 

Cathedrals  and  Collegiate  Churches, 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.   Horsman),  ^^^  1065  ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1108 

Cavendish,  Hon.  G.  H.,  Derbyshire,  N, 
Crown  and  Oovemment  Security,  Com.  CW  347 

Catley,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Yorkshire,  iV.  B, 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  <»)  466,  1043,  1171 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  Ooo)  266 

Cess,  Collectors  of  (Ireland),  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  W  402  ;  2R.»  538  ;  Rep.»  826,  1259  ; 

3R.»  1419 
I.  1R.»  C»)7i ;  2R.»  821  ;  Hep.^  422  ;  8R.» 

563  ;  Royal  Assent,  1408 

Cess,  County  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  (»)1411;    2R.»  OW4;    Rep.»  286; 

3R.»  306 
I.  1R.»  Cioo)  380  ;  2R.»  463  ;  Rep.»  480  ;  8R.» 

504  ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Ceylon, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Beaumont).  ^^>  1254  ;  Ques- 
tion (Lord  Beaumont),  (101)727 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Uume),  0«i)  756 


Chancellor,  The  Lord  (The  Right  Hon. 
Lord  Cottonham) 
Arbuthnott,  The  Viscount,  W)  104<> 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  2R.  C>«»231 
Bankruptcy,  Law  of,  ('»>  571 
British  Spirits,  Warehousing,  Com.  Instruction, 

000592 
Charitable  Trusts,  C")  534 
Charity  Trusts  Regulation,  2R.  0«»  898,  901  ; 

Com.  1135,  1139 
Clerk  Assistant,  The  (Mr.  Birch),  Res.  ^^  1 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  <^^ 

993,  996 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  IR.  <w>^  308, 

309;  2R.  480 
Criminal  Law  Consolidation  (No.  2),  2R.  <"5 

991 
Crown  and  Grovemment  Security,  2R.  ^W  485, 

507  ;  3R.  534 
Crown    Livings,    Presentations    to.    Address 

moved,  C»)1204 
Currey,  Mr.,  Death  of;  <»')  455 
Declaratory  Suits,  2R.  0«»)  923 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  (*^  401 
Enfranchisement  of  Copyholds,  Ooo)  10 16 
Entoil,  Law  of  (Scotland),  2R.  ^•>1306 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  CWi)  639 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  CW  1249, 

1252 ;   Com.  C">  768 ;   Cotamons'  Amends. 

<»»•)  1019,  1085 
North  Wales  RaUway,  <>«>  784,  785 
Parliament,  Opening  of  the,  <*>  2  ;  Proroga- 
tion of,  (101)795 
PrsBmunire,  Statute  of— Election  and  Conse- 

oration  of  Bishops,  <«>  642,  648 
Privilege— Railway  BiU,  C»oo)784 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  OW883 
Representative  Peers,  Election  of  (Scotland), 

(«)396 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  Cioo)s 
Unlawful  Oaths  Acts  (Ireland),  2R.  (W)50 

Chancellor   of  the  Exchequer  (Right 
Hon.  Sir  C.  Wood),  Halifax 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^>  147 
Bank  Charter  Act,  W  150,  228,  967  ;  Res.  <••> 

819 
Bank  of  England,  Returns  moved  for,  (*^>210 
Banking  (ScotUnd  and  Ireland),  («)  268,  860 
Budget,   The  — Fmancial  Statement,  <»)968, 

987,  1392,  1406,  1419,  1420,  1426,  1482 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  (*>  1424 
Chancery,  Estates  m  (Ireland),  Return  moved 

for.  W  525 
Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comnu  moved 

for,  W  1351 
China,    Commercial   Rektions    with.    Papers 

moved  for,  (*>  438 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  W374,  414,  425,  560,  565,  567, 

970,    1080,  1082,  1087,   1040,   1042,  1044, 

1045,  1126,  1165,  1168;  001)401,  4I8 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  <*>  438, 

445 
Copper  and  Lead,  Com.  Ooi>  722,  724 
Corn  and  Navigation  Laws,  <^^  967 
Dillon,  Capt.,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  (*^ 

917 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  (100  643 
Exchequer,  Payments  of  the  Revenue  into  the. 

Res.  W  130 
Excise,  Laws,  (»>  217 ;— Malt,  227 ;— Hops,  269 
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Chancellor  op  the  Exchsqubb — cont. 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

C?«>  1066,  1071 
Financial  Statement,  ('o»)540,  567,  668 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing   Hares,   Leave, 

(«)1306;  Com.  (»*)630 
Harcourt,  Mr.,  Qualification  of  Members, <*>  71 
Income  and  Expenditure,  («>  1336, 1373 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  ^^  162,  168, 

204,  207,  237,  242,  252  ;  Report,  772,  773 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  W)  742,  760 
Incimibered  Estates  (Ireland).  3R.  add.  el.  ^'«» 

767 
Kafir  War,  Expenses  of  the,  <»>  1333 
Land  Improvement  Act,  Alleged  Abuses  under 

the,  tw  1076 
Legacies  and  Charitable  Institutions,   Leave, 

(100)1223 
Loan,  Irish,  Expenditure  of,  Return  moved  for, 

(96)478;  (W1333 
MoUsses,  Distilling  from,  Comm.  ^^^  168 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  (••)646 
Navy   Estimates.  (W  999,  lOOO,  1009,    1012, 

1020,  1021;  W)  790,  791,  792 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  el.  4,  ^*)  619 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(97)  151 

Poor  Removal  Amendment,  Leave,  (*^  424 
Postal  Regulations— United  States,  (98)335 
Post  Office   Communication    between    Dublin 

and  London,  W  417 
Property  Tax,  Com.  W)1020,  1027 
Public  Departments,  Address  moved,  W)  593 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for,  <^ 

1300.  1301  ;  Comm.  Res.  (w)667 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  C9s)  1126 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  2R.  C»«»484 ; 

Com.  cl.  1,  776 
Railway  Bills,  Comm.  moved  for,  C96)248 
Railway  Commissioners,  W^  1067 
Railways,  Leave,  («»  228  ;  Com.  el.  7,  599, 600, 

603 ;  Rep.  991 ;  add.  cl.  1002 
Relief  Money  (Ireland),  («»)266 
Retrenchment,  Public,  ^^^  1421 
Rum,  Differential  Duties  on,  (»>  1006, 1008, 1079 
Rum  Duties,  Conmi.  ('«»  634,  660 
Savings  Banks,  Com.  Oo»>  659,  663 
Spirits,  British  and  Foreign,  (*>  697 ;  Conmi. 

Res.  C99)  559 
Spirits,  Dealers  in,  Com.  el.  26,  ("0589 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (W  42,  47.  68,  96 
Sugar  Duties,  (»)860,  1126,  1166,  1314,  1316, 

1429, 1446  ;  Comm.  Res.  ('»)  7,  20,  46,  246, 

339,  374  ;  Rep.  603 
Sugar  Duties,  Informality  in  the,  <»«»  678,  679 
Sugar  Duties,  Com.  (»«»648;  cl.  1.  649,  666, 

667,  668  ;  3R.  add.  cl.  Amend  (»o»)380 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  0«»  1042, 

1114,1116,  1117;  Rep.  1169 
Supply,  C»>  623,  627,  630,  631  ;— Kafir  War, 

1316,   1376;— PubUc  Buildings,  (»oi)95;_ 

The  Treasury,  138,  139  ;— Polish  Refugees, 

438  : — Civil  Contingencies,  469  ; — Distress 

(Ireland),  461 
Taxation,  (»>  928  ;  (»>  1423  ;  OOO)  1191 
Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  <»)  538,  639,  640, 

643,  644,  649,  664,  655 
Ways  and  Means— Three  Per  Cents,  (»o»  668 
West  India  Colonies  and  Mauritius,  2R.  (loi)  584 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  <»•>  762 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  Amend. 

(96)  1271 


Chancery,  Court  of,  Fees  Billf 
c,  1R.»  <»<»)  1073 

Chancery,    Court  of —  Taxing    Masters 
(Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A.  HamUton),  Cioo)  443 

Chancery,    Court  of —  Taxing   Masters 
(Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  001)54  ;  2R.»  286  ;  Rep.»  683 ;  8R.» 

614 
/.   1R.»  613;   2R.»  749;   Rep.^  767;  8R.^ 
768 ;  Royal  Assent,  790 

Chancery  Estates  (Ireland), 
c.  Return  moved  for  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  ^^^  526 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  627 

Chancery  Proceedings  Further  Eegula- 
tion  Bill, 
I.  lR.»oo»)83 

Chancery  Proceedings  Eegulation  Bill, 
c.lR.*  001)144 

Charitable  Institutions,  Legacies  to,  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  Ooo)  1222  ;  1R.»  1226 

Charitable  Trusts, 
I.  Question  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  C9e)  534 

Charity  Trusts  Regulation  Bill, 
I  1R.»  (100)  463  .  2R.  898 ;  Com.  1136 ;  Amend. 
(Lord  Stanley),  1136,  [0.  q.  Contents  21,  Non- 
ContentB  17,  M,  4]  1142  ;  3R.»  (»«»>  1 
c.  1R.»  126 

Charteris,  Hon.  F.  W.,  Haddingtonshire 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee, 

(»)  1216 
France,  Ex-Royal  Family  of,  <^  847 

Chartist  Demonstrations, 
L  Question  (Marquess  of  Northampton),  W>  70  ; 

Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  C")236,  331 
e.  Question  (Sir   J.  Walsh;,  <W  1363;  (Mr. 

Bright),   C«)  6 ;   (Mr.   G.   Thompson),  C9«) 

337,  602 

Chartist  Petition,   The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Drummond),  W)  4 ;  Re- 
port, 284 

Chartist  Prisoners,  The, 
e.  Petition  (Mr.  Wakley),  ooi)  525 

Cheltenham,  Borough  of, 
e.  New  Writ  moved  for  (Mr.  A  Stafford),  (») 
966,  [A.  69,  N.  47,  M.  12]  970 

Cheltenham  Election  Committee, 
c.   Observations  (Mr.   R.  Pahner),  Om>  761  ; 
Evidence  moved  for  (Sir  W.  Clay),  786 

Cheltenham  Election  Petition, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Walpole),  W)  1345^ 
[A.  134,  N.  125,  M.  9]   1352;  Nomination 
of  Comm.  1441 

Chichester,  Bishop  of 

Diocesan  School,  ^'156 
Praemunire,   Statute  of— Election  and  Conse- 
cration of  Bishops,  (*»  644 
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Childers,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Malton^ 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^^^ 
405 

China,  Commercial  Relations  with, 
c.  Papers  moved  for  (Mr.  Cardwell),  (W  425 

Christopher,    Mr.    R.  A.,    Lincolnshire 
{Parts  of  Lindsey) 
Highways,  Com.  Cioo)  571 
Native  Industry,  (••)  114 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 
W) 1160 

Christy,  Mr.  S.,  Newcastle-under-Lyne, 
Vancouver's  Island,  ^^^i)  263 

Church  Pluralities  (Ireland), 
L  Question  (Earl  St.  Germans),  W)  1344 

Church  Property, 
e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Horsman),  ^»~>  1075 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1094 

Church  Bates, 
c.  Question  (Col.  Salwey),  (»>  1233 

Churches  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  <»»>1073;  2R.»   113;  Rep.»   1213; 

3R.»  1270 
I  iR.»  (101)  1 ;  2R.»  100 :  Rep.»  141  ;  3R.» 
188  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Civil  Contingencies — Supply, 
c.  Amend.  (Mr.  Osborne),  ooi)  459,  [A.  14,  N. 
73,  M.  59]  460 

Clanricarde,  Marquess  of 
Brown,  H.  A.,  Case  of,  (»>  1049 
City  of  London  Sewers,  3R.  add.  cl.  Ci®»  769 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  2R.  C»*)82, 

84  ;  Com.  997  \cLl,  1000  ;  That  the  Bill  do 

pass.  Amend.  1165,1166  ;  Commons*  Amends. 

tioo)  1016.  1018 
Farmers*  Estates  Society  (IreUnd),  2R.  (WD 

257 
FUheries  (Ireland),  2R.  Ciou  139 ;  Com.  485, 

486 
Mail  Contracts,  Government.  <»>  833 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  ^^>  466;  Comm.  moved 

for,  <»)  80 
Public  Works  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R.  C»«»  1127 
Railroad  and  Steamboat  Companies,  doo)  1072 
Rome,   Diplomatic  Relations  with,   Com.  (^^ 

891 
Salaries  in  Public  Departments,  Returns  moved 

for,  W)  1122 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  <9*>  757 
Unlawful  Oaths  (IroUnd),  Com.  <»w)  123 

Claridge,  Sir  J.  T„  Case  of, 
e.  Address  moved  (Right  Hon.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone), (»<»>  812  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  816 

Clay,  Sir  W.,  Tower  Hamlets 

Cheltenham  Election  Committee,  <i<»>  785 
Commercial   Distress — The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  ^•*)  584 
Crown  and  Government  Security,   Com.   <*^ 

351  ;  cl  3,  Amend.  419 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  W>  267 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  (>7)  660 


Clay,  Sir  W. — continued. 
Public  Health,  Com.  cl.  19,  <»>  1213 ;  el  67, 

1248 
Ratepaying  Clauses  of  Reform  Act,  ^•^^  508 
Remedies  against  the  Hundred.  2R.  Ooo)  1095 
Riots  in  the  Metropolis,  ^^  538 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2).  Comm.  Res.  OOO)  1047 

Clay,  Mr.  J.,  Hull 

Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  d.  3, 

C»)  364 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  ^W  286 
Property  Tax,  Com.  W)  1036 

Clements,  Hon.  C.  S.,  Leitrim 

Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  <i«»  1003 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  53 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland) — (The  Qyarter- 
Acre  Clause),  Leave,  W>  347 

Clergy  Offences  Bill, 
1. 1R.»  w  168 

Clerk,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Dovor 

Commercial  Policy,   Returns  moved  for,  ^^> 

1293 
Exchequer,  Payment  of  the  Reyenue  into  the, 

Rei.  (»)  132 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Scotland),  2R.  850 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  ^W)  523 
RaUways,  Com.  cl.  7,  <*^  602 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  C>w>  290 

Clerk  Assistant,  The  (Mr.  Birch), 
I  Res.  (The  Lord  Chancellor),  t^^)  1 ;— Death* 
of  Mr.   Currey,   Observations    (The    Lord 
Chancellor),  455 

Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Dublin)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  000)902;  2R.»  1041 

Cleveland,  Duke  of 
Copyhold    Enfranchisement   Extension,   Com. 
000)  152 

Theatres,  Foreign,  Petitions,  W)  716 

Clive,  Viscount,  Shropshire,  N. 
New  Zealand  Government,  Leave,  ^^^  1029 

Clubs  (Ireland), 
I  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  ooo)  304 

Coalwhippers,   The — Special  Constables , 
c.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  W.  Ghwistone),  W>  458 

CoBDEN,  Mr.  R.,  Yorkshire,  W,  B, 

Aliens,  Removal  of.  3R.  ^^^  859 

Army  Estimates,  W>  1175 

Ballot,  The,  0«»  1253, 1257 

Budget,  The — Financial  Statement,  t^)  960, 
1426 

Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*> 
1086 

Excheouer  Bills,  Com.  ooi)  645 

Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 
c») 1087 

Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  ^^  504 ;  Re- 
port, 773 

National  Representation,  Ooo)  igi 

Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  ^^^  613 


COB 


COL 


{INDEX} 


COL 


COM 


CoBDSir,  Mr.  R. — coniinmed. 
Navy  Estimates  — Supply.  C»7)  820,  831;   <w) 

1428.  1430  ;  Cioo)  1286,  Oo»)  89 
Parliamentary  Reform,  (»>  1309 
Public  Departments.  Address  moved,  ^^^  594 
Schleswig-Uolstein.  Cim)  5^6 
West  Indies.  Distress  in  the,  C»)  761,  758 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  D.  R.  W.  B.,  Bridport 
Crime  and   Outrage   (Ireland),  2R.  (*^)  876  ; 

Com.  958,  959 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  el.  3, 

<W374 
Election  Petitions,  <»)80 
English  Workmen  expelled  from   France,  <*> 

879 
Entailed  Estotes  (Scotland),  C^)  211 
Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave.  (^>  958 
Greece— Loans,  C96)  925,  926  ;— AflSairs  of,  De- 
spatches moved  for,  W)  127 
Harwich,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved,  ^^ 

901 
Italy,  Affitirs   of,  Correspondence  moved  for, 

(W  668 
Jews  DisabUities,  2R.  C»>  237 
"  Nation  "  Newspaper.  The.  (W  1256 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  ^^  805  ;  (">  1431 
Nova  Scotia,  <«)  920 
PoUett.  Mr.  C,  Case  of.  ^^^  1019,  1142 
Ryan.  Right  Rev.  Dr.,  CW  931 
Schoolmasters  (Scotland),  Leave,  W>  1114 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

CW)  1162;  Amend.  C»)476,  484 
Small  Debts,  2R.(W  595 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  (i*)  19 

Cochrane,  Mr, — hit  Procession, 
e.  Question  (Sir  J.  Y.  BuUerX  ^••^  416 ;  (Mr.  J. 
A.  Smith),  537 

CocKBURN,  Mr.  A.  J.  E.,  SotUhampton 
Borough  Elections,  Com.  (>^)  1448 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Proviso,  C") 

425 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  <»)  499 
Stamford  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  952 

Coinage,  Decimal, 
e.  Question  (Dr.  Bowring),  (»>878 

CoLBOURNB,  Lord 
Vernon,  Mr.,  his  Gift  to  the  Nation,  Correspon- 
dence moved  for,  <•*>  1254 

Colchester,  Lord 
National  Defences,  Returns  moved  for,  (M)  283 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with.  Com.  (*)  875 

CoLEBROOKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  TaunUm 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  <>^)  1157 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 
(100)  444 

Colonial  Oovemment, 
c.  Motion  (Sir  W.  Molesworth),  C»)  816 

Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Com^ 
mittee, 
e.  Ezpbination  (Mr.    Hawes),  («>)  809,   1168 
{Appendix,  1471);  Question  (Lord  G.  Ben- 
tinck),  1308 


Colonies,  Copyright  in  the, 
c.  Question  (viscount  Mahon),  (•*)751 

Colonies — Omitted  Correspondence, 
e.  Address  moved  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  <»•»>  127 ; 
Motion  neg.  135 

Colonies,  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  C»)  149  ;— Assis- 
tant Under  Secretary,  Question  (Mr.  C.  An- 
stey). 228 

Colonisation, 
c.  Question  (Earl  of  Lincoln),  C»«)  307 

CoLViLE,  Mr.  C.  R.,  Derbyshire,  8. 

Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  (W 
411;  WI7I 

Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Leave, 
(«)1301,  1305;  2R.  CW38O;  Com.  W527, 
529  ;  Rep.  cl.  1,  Amend.  C»)  471 

CoLViLLE,  Lord 

Medals,  Naval  and  Military,  C»)  1386 

Commercial  Distress — The  Currency, 
I.  Question  (Lord  SUnley).  <•*>  207 ;   Comm. 

moved  for  (Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  481 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer). (96) 374;  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  Wilson),  414 ; 
Adj.  Debate,  631,  604;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  J. 
Stuart).  [A.  46,  N.  257,  M.  212]  672 ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  674 ;  Question  (Lord  G.  Ben- 
tinck), 970  ;  Nomination  of  Members,  1030 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  1031,  [A.  57,  N.  146, 
M.  89]  1034 ;  Amend.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck), 
1035,  [o.  m.  A.  136,  N.  45,  M.  91]  1038 ; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Forbes),  1040;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1045;  Original  Motion  agreed  to, 
i6.,  1126 ;  Amend.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  1160, 
[0.  m.  A.  194,  N.  77.  M.  117]  116lf;  2nd 
Amend.  [0.  m.  A.  167.  N.  101,  M.  66]  1163 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Wakley),  [0.  m.  A.  188,  N.  97, 
M.  91]  1165;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Wakley), 
1167;  Amend,  withdrawn.  1171;  Amend. 
Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [0.  m,  A.  172,  N.  105, 
M.  67]  ib.;  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  1174; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  1176;  Amend.  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck),  [0.  m.  A.  162.  N.  122,  M.  39]  ib,; 
Observations  (Mr.  Hindley),  1426;  Motion 
(Rt.  Hon.  J.  Berries),  <wi)  388 ;  Motion  neg. 
432 

Commercial  Policy, 
c.    Returns   moved  for   (Lord  G.   Bentinck), 
CW)  1265 

Commercial  Relations  with  China, 
c,  Vxpen  moved  for  (Mr.  CardweU),  i»)  425 

Commercial  Treaty — Brazil, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Thomely),  C«^>  1232;  Lord  G. 
Bentinck),  W)  849 

Commons  Encloswre  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  (»)249  ;  2R.»  502  ;  Rep.»  680  ;  3R.» 

728 
/.  1R.»  W795:  2R.»  1306;  Rep.»  1403;  3R.» 

Ciw)  1 ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Commons  Enclosure  (No,  2)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»001)126;  2R.»  143;  Rep.»  190;  3R. 

259 
/.  1R.»  235 ;  2R.»  365 ;  Rep.»  465 ;  8R.*  568 ; 

Royal  Assent,  769 
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Commons  Enclosure  Act  Amendm^U  Bilh 
c  1R.»  001)54;  2R.»  126;  Rep.»  311;  5R.» 

432 
/.  1R.*464;  2R.»613;  Rep.*  668;  3R .•  726; 

Royal  Assent,  769 

CoNOLLY,  Col.  E.  M.,  Donegal 
Fisheries  (Ireland).  CW  1234 
Income  Tax  (Ireland).  (07)737,  760 
Juvenile  Population,  C»)  459 
Passengers'  BiU,  2R.  (oo)  1032 
Poor  Iaw  (Ireland).  Comm.  moved  for,  CW  37 ; 

C«)  1318 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland)— (The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause),  Leave.  ^^  362 
Roman  Catholic  ReUef.  Com.  (»)741:  (»)1801 
Sligo  Election.  Comm.  moved  for,  (06)  1239 
Tenaats  at  WUl  (Ireland),  Com.  (*>  984 

Consolidated  Fund  (8.000,000^.)  Bill 
c.  IR.*  CW1056;    2R.»   1131;   Rep.^  1332; 

3R.»  1388 
/.  1R.»  (07)1;    2R.»  123;   3R.»  158;   Royal 
Assent,  310 

Consolidated  Fund  (3.000,000Z.)  Bill 
c.  IR.*  (100)501;  2R.»510;  Rep.^574;  3R.» 

683 
/.  1R.»  (»oo)581;  2R.»  616;  3R.»  t6. ;   Royal 

Assent,  696 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill 
c.  1R.»  (101)567;  2R.*683;  Rep.^668;  dR.* 

728 
/.  1R.»  726;  2R.»  749;  Rep.»  767;  3R.»  768; 

Royal  Assent,  789 

Constabulary  Force  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c   1R.»(»>  1000;  2R.*  1168;  Rep.*  (»oo)  io41; 

3R.*  1073 
/.  1R.»  (»oo)i069;  2R.»  (»oi)100;  Rep.»  141; 

3R.*  188  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Controverted  Elections  BUI 
c.  1R.»  (»oi)83;  2R.»  143;  Rep.»  269;  3R.» 

311 
/.  1R.»  366;  2R.»  613;  Rep.»  668;  8R.»  726; 

Royal  Assent,  768 

Copper  Ore  Duties, 
e.  Comm.  moved  for  (Sir  C.  Lemon),  (oo)431  ; 
[o.  q,  A.  102,  N.  35,  M.  67]  443 ;  [r.  p,  A. 
13,  N.  77,  M.  64]  446 

Copper  and  Lead  Duties  Bill, 
cAK*  (00)759;  ("O  2R.  697  ;  Amend.  (Lord 

G.  Bentinok).  t6.,  [0.  q.  A.  77.  N.  21,  M.  66] 

612 ;    Com    721  ;    Schedule,   Amend.  (Mr. 

Henley)  ib.,  [A.   19,   N.   43,   M.  24]  726 ; 

Rep.*   728;    3R.  766;    Amend.  (Lord   6. 

Bentinck),  ib,,  [o.  q,  A.  38,  N.  26,  M.  13] 

767 
I.  IR.  749  ;  Amend.  (Lord  Redesdale),  ih.  [0, 

q.  Contents  17,  Not-Contents  13,  M.  4]  762  ; 

2R.  767;  3R.  769;  That  the  BiU  do  pass, 

Amend.  (Earl  of  Desart),  i5.,  [o.  q.  Contents 

26,    Not-Contents    11,     M.   14]   770;    Bill 

passed,  xh.  ;  Royal  Assent,  789 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension  Bill 

L  1R.»  (00)234;  2R.»  993,  [Contents,  31,  Not- 

ContenU  16,  M.  16]  996 ;   Com.  (»oo)  152  3 

Com.   put    off,   163 ;   Question  (Bishop  oi 

London),  1016 


Copyhold  Tenures, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  AgKonby),  (»)  024 

Copyright  in  the  Colonies, 
e.  Question  (Viscount  Mahon),  (oo)  761 

Com  Averages, 
I.  Question  (Duke  of  Richmond),  (oo)  328 

Com  Laws, 

I.  Observations  (Lord  Stanley),  (oo)  717 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Sandars),  (oo)9d7 

Com  MarheU  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  (»oo)  153  .  2R.»  306  ;  Rep.»  481 ;  8R .• 

610 
I,  1R.»  (100)  581;   2R.»   1016;   SR.*   1193; 

Royal  Assent,  (^oi)  726 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  doo)  470 ;  IR.*  473  ;  2R.  604 ;  Amend. 
(Col.  Sibthorp),  606,  [0.  q,  A.  216.  N.  9, 
M.  207]  609  ;  Com.  916  ;  Amend.  (Col.  Sib- 
thorp) 916,  [0,  q.  A,  96,  N.  2,  M.  94]  921  ; 
cl,  2,  922 ;  Amend.  (iSfr.  Henley).  [0.  q.  A. 
110.  N.  22,  M.  88]  t5.  ;  Amend.  Mr.  C.  An- 
stey).  [r.  o.  A.  2,  N.  117,  M.  115]  t5.  ;  [0.  q. 
A.  79,  N.  16,  M.  68]  1119,  1164;  cL  16, 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hobhouse),  1166,  [0.  q.  A.  117, 
N.  19,  M.  98]  tb.i  Sehedtde,  1166;— r Lin- 
coln), Amend.  9  (Colonel  Sibthorp),  doO  fto, 
[0.  q.  A.  69,  N.  18,  M.  66]  66  ;-< Aylesbury), 
66 ;  (Bodmin),  69 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Disraeli), 
73.  [r.  p,  A.  36,  N.  1 16,  M.  81]  81 ;— (Bolton), 
[A.  118.  N.  14,  M.  104]  82  ;  Rep.  199;  8R. 
Amend.  (Mr.  T.  B.  Hobhouse),  [0.  q.  A.  80, 
N.  13,  M.  67]  307 ;  Bill  passed,  tb, 
I.  IR.  308  ;  2R.  480  ;  Res.  486 

CoRRT,  Right  Hon.  H.  T.  L.,  Tyrone 
Navy  £8tinates--Supply,  (07)  799 .  (loo)  1300 

CoTTENHAM,  Lorf,  see  Chancellor,  Tie 
Lord 

County  Cess  {Ireland)  Bill,  • 

c.  1R.»  (00)1411  ;    2R.»  (»oo)4;    Rep*   236; 

3R.»  306 
I.  lR.»(»oo)380;  2R.*468;  Rep.* 480;  8R.» 

604  ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

County  Courts, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Walpole),  (oo)  874  ;  (Dr.  Bow- 
ring),  (00)367 ;  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  (07)  1019, 
1142;  (Hon.  H.Berkeley).  (00)429;  Obser- 
vations (Sir  J.  Graham),  00»)  24O 

County  Bates  Bill 
c.lR.»  (06)79 

CouRTENAT,  Viscouiit,  Devonshirt,  S, 
Borough  Elections,  Com.  (oo)  1462 
Horsham,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved,  (on 
1187;  (")484 

Sessions  Bill, 
468 


Courts  of  Special  and  Pethf 
c.  Leave,  (0^4;  IR.^7;  2R."^ 


Cowan,  Mr.  C,  Edinburgh 
Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  (07)949 
Sites  for  Places  of  Wonhip  (Scotland),  Com. 

(00)1166 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  Leave,  (*>  1290 


cow 


CRI 


{INDEX} 


GRI 


ORU 


CowPER,  Hon.  W.  F.,  Hertford 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (••>  475 

Craig,  Mr.  W.  G.,  Edinburgh 
Savings  Banks,  2R.  <»oi)  587 

Crawford,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Rochdale 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  <*>  125 

Business  of  the  Session,  (100)528 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave  (»>  363; 

2R.  911 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  <*>  119  ; 

Com.  350 
Dillon,  Captain,  Case  of,   Comm.  moved  for, 

(W916 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  (io»  333 
Ejection  of  Poor  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  ^^ 

1008 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,   Comm.   moved 

for,  W 1086 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  (^^ 

633  ;  That  the  Bill  be  engrossed,  <»)  474 
'Habeas   Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

Amend.  Ooo)  725 
Income  and  Expenditure,  <•*>  1372 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  (»w)  402 
Ireland,  State  of,  (*^  327  ; — Remedial  Measures 

for.  000)925 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Com.  Amend.  O^o) 

1094 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Leave,  <»>  680 
Outgoing   Tenants  (Ireland),  Leave,  C»^311  ; 

2R.  863,  1341 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

Amend.  dW  136 
Political  Oflfenders,  Pardon  of.  Address  moved, 

tw) 1383 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  C*^  42 
Poor  Reliet  Extension  (Ireland) — (The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause),  Leave,  W)  333,  361 
Property  Tax,  Com.  W)  io89 
Public  Health,  Com.  cU  63,  (»)  1244  ;  Rep.  C») 

691 
Supply-f-Financial   Statement.  CW  998 ;— The 

Regium  Donum.  Amend.  (®*^  468 
Tenants  at  Will  (Ireland),  Com.  (»>  974 
Waste  Lands  (Lreland),  Leave,  CW)  1369 

Cremorne,  Lord 

Crown  and  Government  Security,  3R.  (*^  536 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland)  Bill 
c.  Leave,  CM)  270  ;  Amend.  fMr.  Wakley),  360  ; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Reynolds),  362  ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  t6.,  [0.  q,  A.  233,  N.  20,  M.  213] 
363  ;  [0.  m.  A.  224,  N.  18,  M.  206]  366  ; 
1R.»  t6.  ;  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'ConneU), 
701  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Fagan),  [A.  18,  N. 
289,  M.  271]  748  ;  Order  of  the  Day  read, 
750  ;  2R.  860,  [A.  296,  N.  19,  M.  277]  921  ; 
Com.  936;  cl.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell), 
960,  [A.  4,  N.  203.  M.  199]  961 ;  add.  cl. 
(Mr.  Baines),  ib.  ;  Rep.  962  ;  3R.  974,  [A. 
173,  N.  14,  M.  169]  990  ;  Bill  passed,  991 
I.  1R.»  C»)963  ;  2R.  1123  ;  Com.  1182  ;  Rep.» 
1230  ;  3R.  1341  ;  Bill  passed,  1342  ;  Royal 
Assent,  1404 

Crime  and  Outrage  in  Ireland, 
L  Returns  moved  for  (Earl  of  Ellenborough), 
c»>  387 


Crime  in  Ireland^ 
l.  Petitions  (Lord  Famham),  (»)856  ;  Question 
(Lord  Beaumont),  <97>  1129 

Criminal  Appeal,  Court  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),  C»)  627 

Criminal  Cases,  Appeal  in.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  C»)  1299;  1R.»  1332 

Criminal  Justice,  Administration  of.  Bill, 
c.  1R.»(»)1211;    2R.»  C»)680;   Rep .•  Ooo) 

481  ;  3R.^  510 
/.  1R.»  000)581  ;  2R.  922  ;  Rep.»  1016  ;  8R.* 

1069 ;  Royal  Assent,  ooi)  loi 

Criminal  Law    Administration  Amend- 
ment Bill, 
I.   1R.»  (W629;   2R.  964;    Com.  C»«»  466; 

Amend.  (Lord  Denman),  468  ;  3R.*  604 
c.  1R.»  ooo)  1113 ;  2R.»  1163  ;  Rep.*  doi)  64  ; 

3R.*  83 
L  Commons'  Amends.  375  ;  Royal  Astent,  726 

Criminal  Law  Consolidation  Amendment 
Bill 

I.  1R.(«>879 

Criminal  Law,  Consolidation  Amendment 
(No.  2)  Bill, 

I  1R.»  (»)  42  ;  2R.  990 

Cripps,  Mr.  W.,  Cirencester 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  Report,  («s>  290,  291, 

297.  299 
Magistrates,  Law  relating  to,  (^^  6 

Crown  and  Government  Security  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  («)20,  [A.  283,  N.  24,  M.  259]  68 ; 
1R.»60;  2R.73;  Amend.  (Mr.  F.  O'Con- 
nor), 83,  [0.  q.  A.  462,  N.  36,  M.  417]  128  ; 
Com.  132,  [A.  230,  N.  33,  M.  197]  134; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  F.  O'Connor),  [A.  26, 
N.  228,  M.  202]  ib.'.  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  G. 
Thompson),  [A.  24,  N.  213.  M.  189]  136 ; 
Com.  d.  1,  162.  [A.  321,  N.  19.  M.  302]  166  ; 
d.  2.  168;  d.  3.  169.  223;  Com.  340; 
[A.  287,  N.  33.  M.  254]  359  ;  d.  3,  Amend. 
(Mr.  S.  Martin).  362.  [0.  q.  A.  188.  N.  79, 
M.  109]  379;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [r.  p, 
A.  48.  N.  306.  M.  267]  381 ;  2nd  Div. 
[A.  30.  N.  270.  M.  231]  382 ;  That  the 
Clause  as  i^  mended  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
[A.  242.  N.  60.  M.  1921  383  ;  d.  4.  [A.  221, 
N.  33.  M.  188]  386  ;  add.  d.  (Mr.  AgUonby). 
-  417.  [A.  50,  N.  117.  M.  67]  418;  d.  3, 
Amend.  (Sir  W.  Clay),  419,  [A.  89,  N.  83,  M. 
44]  420  ;  Proviso  (Attorney  General),  421  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Wakley),  424 ;  [A.  30.  N.  142, 
M.  112]  426;  c/.  4.  427;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Bright).  428.  [A.  49,  N.  170,  M.  121]  429 ; 
3R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  463,  [0.  q.  A.  296, 
N.  40,  M.  255]  478  ;  Bill  passed,  480 
I.  1R.»  (W)446  ;  2R.  486  ;  3R.634 ;  BiU  passed, 
537 ;  Royal  Assent,  ib. 

Crown  Livings,  Presentations  to, 

I.  Address  moved  (Bishop  of  Uandaff),  (^>  1199; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1211 


Cruelty  to  Animals,  Prevention,  Bill 
I.  1R.«  (W)  1221 ;  2R.»  i»)328  ;  8R.*  0»J 
c.  1R.»  000)480,  674 
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Currency f  The — Commercial  Distress, 
I  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  C95)207;   Comm. 

moved  for  (Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  481 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), <»)  374 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  WUsonJ,  414; 
Adj.  Debate,  531,  604  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  J. 
Stuart).  [A.  46,  N.  257,  M.  212]  672  ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  674 ;  Question  ^Lord  G.  Ben- 
tinck),  970  ;  Nomination  of  Members,  1030  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  1031,  [A.  57.  ^^.  146, 
M.  89]  1034  ;  Amend.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck), 
1035,  [o.  w.  A.  136,  N.  45,  M.  91]  1038; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Forbes),  1040  ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1045  ;  Original  Motion  agreed  to, 
t6..  1126;  Amend.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  1160, 
[o.  m.  A.  194,  N.  77,  M.  117]  1161;  2nd 
Amend,  [o.  m.  A.  167.  N.  101,  M.  66]  1163; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Wakley),  [o.  m.  A.  188,  N.  97, 
M.  91]  1165;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Wakley), 
1167;  Amend,  withdrawn,  1171;  Amend. 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [d.  m.  A.  172,  N.  105, 
M.  67]  lb.;  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  1174; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  1176  ;  Amend.  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck).  [o.  m.  A.  152,  N.  122,  M.  30]  t6.; 
Observations  (Mr.  Hindley),  1426 ;  Motion 
(Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Herries),  <iw>  388 ;  Motion 
neg.  432 

Curreyy  Mr.,  Assistant  Clerk,  Death  of, 
L  Observations  (Th?  Lord  Chancellor),  wn^65 

CuRRiE,  Mr.  R.,  Northampton 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  (»oi>642 

Danuhian  Principalities, 

c.  Question  (LordD.  Stuart),  (WIX76I 

Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  W)540,  [A.  66,  N.  122,  M.  56]  591 

Debates,  Adjournment  of  at\2  0^ Clock, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Brotherton),  C96)  1178^  [a.  33, 
N.  57,  M.  24]  1181 

Debt,  Imprisonment  for  (Ireland),  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  W)313;   2R.»457;    Rep.»  W826; 

W809;  3R.»1000 
I  1R.»  W1049;   2R.»  1403:    Rep.»<W>l; 

SR.*  229  ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Debts,   Payment  of  out  of  Real  Estate 
Bill 
I  IR.*  ooo)  150  ;  2R.»  304  ;  Rep.»  380  ;  3R.» 

463 
c.  IR*  (iwJ  480  ;  2R.»  583  ;  3R.»  1163 
/.  Royal  Assent.  (»oi)  726 

Decimal  Coinage, 
c.  Question  (Dr.  Bowring),  (W878 

Declaratory  Suits  Bill, 
L  1R.»C»)499;  2R.*  0«»923 

Deering,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Aylesbury 
Adjournment — Ireland.  <•*>  1436 
Pauper  Lunatic  Asylum.  ^^  530 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  <*>1105 

Defences,  National, 
I.   Returns  moved   for  (Lord   Colchester),  tW 
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c.  Observations   (Lord    J.    Russell),   C«>  966 ; 

Question   (Viscount  Ingestre),  1231 ;    (Mr. 

Hume),  W  2. 
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Demerara, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  (101)797 

Denison,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Malton 

Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 

(98)842 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  (^682 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  cL  1, 

(100)1145 

West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  (»>  759 

Dei^man,  Lord 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  («>  278 

Bail  for  Manslaughter,  2R.  (»)  1 

Chartist  Demonstrations,  <»>  240 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  (W*>  485 

Criminal  T^w  Administration  Amendment, 
Com.  <Voo)  466  ;  Amend.  468  ;  Conmions* 
Amends.  C»oi)  375^  375 

Criminal  Law  Consolidation  (No.  2T,  2R.  (*> 
992 

Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R,  (*)501, 
504 

Election  Recognisances,  2R.  (W  401 

Praemunire,  Statute  of— Election  and  Conse- 
cration of  Bishops,  (00)644 

Protection  of  Females,  3R.  (i«»)382 

Protection  of  Women,  IR.  Cioo)  464 

Slave  Trade,  The,  Returns  moved  for,  C»>  1051, 
1056  ;  Address  moved,  a«)365,  374 

Spanish  Refugees,  <»)  565 

Sugar  Duties,  2R.  001)577 

Denmark  and  the  Duchies, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  J.  Wilson),  (M)  414  .  Observa- 
tions (Mr.  Disraeli),  509  ;  Question  (Mr. 
Urquhart),  605,  885;  (Mr.  P.  Howard), 
1414; — Schleswig-IfoUuin,  Question  (Mr. 
DisraeU),  000)808;  Ooi)562 

Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland), 
t.  Question  (Lord  Famham),  C»)  675 
c.  Question'(Hon.  Capt.  Harris),  CW7OO  ;  (Sir 
B.  Hall),  1233 

Derby,  Borough  of, 
c.  New  Writ  moved  ft)r  (Mr.  W.  Evans),  <"> 
402,  [A.  43,  N.  199,  M.  156]  413  ;  (Mr.  Col- 
vile),  (»)171.  [A.  136.  N.  153,  M.  17]  177; 
(Mr.A.Stafford),728,[A.36,  N.89,  M.53]ift.; 
(Sir  J.  Pakington),  1080,  [A.  97,  N.  112,  M. 
15]  1084 :  (Mr.  A.  Stafford),  ooo) 24I ;  Amend. 
(Lord  J.  RusseU),  242;  (Mr.  Newdegato), 
0oi>  195  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Lord  J.  RusseU),  196, 
[A.  85,  N.  43,  M.  42]  198 

Derby,  The — Adjournment, 
e.  Motion  (Lord  G.   Bentinck),  W 1262,  [A. 
103,  N.  96,  M.  13]  1264 

Derby  Sweeps,  The, 
I,  Question  (Lord  Lyttelton),  C»n  1200 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  (»>  1290 ;  (Mr.  C. 
Anstey),  Oo»)  754 

Desart,  Earl  of 

Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  IR.  Ooi)  752  •  2R. 
767,  768  :  That  the  BiU  do  pass.  Amend.  760 
Farmers*  Estate  Society  (Irebind).  2R.  OM)257 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  0<»)  1110 
Jews  DisahUities,  2R.  ^«)  1387 
Public  Health,  Commons'  Amends.  0^)  143 
Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland),  Com.  ooi)  117 
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Currey,  Mr.,  Clerk  Assistant,  Death  of,  <^^  456 
Eleotion  Recognisances,  2R.  (86)401 
Farmers'  Estate  Society  (Ireland),  2R.  doi)  266 
Great   Yarmouth  Freemen  Disfranchisement, 

2R.  (»)332 
Incumbered     Estates     (Ireland),     Commons' 

Amends.  CiW  1025 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

(W)985 
Poor  Houses  (Ireland),  2R.  («>  1062 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (*>  78 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  (•ft)1230;    Rep. 

1342,  1343 

Devonport,  Spiritual  Destitution  in, 
I  Observations  (Bishop  of  Exeter),  (•^)  963 

D'Eyncourt,  Right  Hon.  C.  T..  Lambeth 
Stamibrd  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^^  944 

Dick,  Mr.  Q.,  Aylesbury 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  <ioi)  ge^ 
69 

Dillon,  Captain,  Case  of , 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  F.  O'Connor),  (^918, 
[A.8,  N.59,  M.  51]  918 

Diocesan  Schools, 
I,  Petition  (Lord  Lyttelton),  CW)  153 

Diplomatic  Relations  with  Borne  Bill, 
tlR.  (W169;  Observations  (Earl  of  Eglin- 
toun),  284  ;  2R.  760  ;  Com.  867  ;  Amend. 
(Bishop  of  Winchester),  872  ;  (Earl  of  Eglin- 
toun),  876 ,  [Contents  67,  Not-Contents  64, 
M.  3J  896  ;  add.  cL  (Duke  of  Wellington),  t6. ; 
add.  el.  (Lord  Redesdale),  t6.  ;  c/.  withdrawn, 
899;  add.  cl.  (Duke  of  Richmond),  t6. ;  el 
withdrawn,  ib. ;  Report,  982  ;  3R.  1384 

0.  1R.»  W)  161  ;  2R.  O«»)201  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C. 
Anstey),  204,  [0.  q.  A.  125,  N.  46,  M.  79] 
234 ;  Com.  487 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  0.  Anstey), 
ib. ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  [A.  73, 
N.  28,  M.  45],  496;  Adj.  Debate,  498; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Goring),  [A.  32,  N.  103, 
M.  71]  508  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Captain  Vyse), 
ib.;  Motion  withdrawn,  t6. ;  [o.  q.  A.  Ill, 
N.  34,  M.  77]  509  ;  cl.  1,  511,  Amend.  (Mr. 
C.  Anstey),  ib. ;  Amend,  neg.  511 ;  add.  cl. 
(Mr.  C.  Pearson),  ib.  [A.  30,  N.  93,  M.  63] 
514  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  [A.  8,  N. 
104,  M.  96],  ib.;  Com.  518,  cl.  2,  520; 
Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  ib. :  Amend,  neg. 
523,  [A.  79.  N.  22,  M.  57]  ib. ;  cl.  3,  5^4 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Pearson),  [A.  30,  N.  65,  M. 
35]  ib. ;  That  the  d.  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
[A.  77.  N.  4,  M.  73]  525  ;  Rep  •  567 ;  3R. 
615,  Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  ib. ;  [0.  q.  A  88, 
N.  25,  M.  68]  628 
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Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee, 

C»)1196 
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Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  <•*>  858 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  <*^  430 
Denmark  and  the  Duchies,  C»6)416,  509;  ««» 
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(«) 1065 
Germanic  Confederation,  The,  000)1151 
Habeas   Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),   Leave, 

(100)  728 
Horsham,   Borough  of.  New  Writ  mot^  for, 

(W)  342 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(»)  1281,  1305,  1321 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  («r)  412 
Italy,  Intervention,  C»W)  147 
National  Representation,  (">  944 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  C»)620,  681 
Navy  Estimates,  W  1011 ;  C»7)79i  ;  (lOO)  1307, 

1315,  1317 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  d.  4,  ^••^  605 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  (•*> 

792 
Poor   Law   Administration    Act   Amendment, 

Leave.  (»)523 
Rio  de  la  PUta,  (»>  82 
Rum,  DifferentialDuties  on,  («>  1006 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved,  ^^^  993 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  W  119 
Sugar  Duties,  W  1117.  1151,  1158;    Comm. 

Res.  Cioo)  65 
Sugar  Duties  BiU.  Com.  Cioo)  549 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  0«»)  1056 
Supply— The  Treasury,  0")  139 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  t»)  775,  776,  777 

Distilling  from  Sugar  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (»>311  ;  2R.*  541;   Rep.»  C»7)  12OI  ; 

(100)  1113;  (101)614;  3R.*668 
I  1R.»  668  ;  2R.»  726 ;  Rep.»  749 ;  8R.»  767  ; 
Royal  Assent,  769 

DiVETT,  Mr.  E.,  Exeter 
Public  Health.  Com.  <«)  724,  1174 
Railways,  Leave,  C»)  238 

Divisions.  List  of 

Aliens.  Removal  of.  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Sir  W. 

Molesworth),  [0.  q.  A.  141,  N.  22,  M.  119] 

CW)  684;  Com.  cl.    1.  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume), 

[A.  34,  N.  158,  M.  124]  707  ;    Amend.  (Mr. 

Granger),  [A.  33,  N.  98,  M.  65]  708 ;  3R. 

Amend  (Mr.  Mo  watt),  [0.  q.  A.  146,  N.  29, 

M.  117]  870 
Army  Estimates,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume).  [A.  39, 

N.  293.  M.  254],  W)  1187  ;  Amend.  (Sir  W. 

Molesworth),  [A.  45,  N.  246,  M.  201]  1190  ; 

Amend.  (Mr.  R.  Osborne),  [A.  21,  N.  69,  M. 

48]  Cioo)  766 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts  Bill,  dR.  Amend. 

(Mr.  G.  Bankes),  [0.  q.  A.  38,  N.  100,  M.  62] 

(08)1149 

Ballot,  The,  Motion  (Hon.  F.  H.  F.  Berkeley), 
[A.  86,  N.  81,  M.  5]  Cioo)  1268 
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Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  2  (Rt.  Uon.  J.  C.  Her- 
ries),  [A.  122,  N.  163,  M.  41]  (W865 

Beer.  Sale  of,  Bill,  3R.  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  Ber- 
keley), [o.  q.  A.  59,  N.  24,  M.  35]  (»«»  1096  ; 
cl  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [o.  q.  A.  34,  N. 
44.  M.  10]  1097 

Borough  Elections  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.  [A.  198, 
N.  85.  M.  113]  CW1194  ;  Com.  Amend.  (Col. 
Sibthorp).  [o.  q.  A.  166.  N.  78.  M.  88]  1450  ; 
Com.  cl.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  Bankes),  [p.  q,  A. 
108,  N.  39.  M.  69]  (»>713 

British  Spirits  Warehousing  Bill.  Com.  Instruc- 
tion (Mr.  M.  J.  O'ConneU).  [A.  37,  N.  76. 
M.  891CW»)596 

Charity  Trust  Regulation  Bill.  Com.  Amend. 
(Lord  Stanley),  [o.  q.  Contents  21,  Not-Con- 
tentsl7.  M.  4]  000)1143 

Cheltenham.  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for 
(Mr.  A.  Stafford),  [A.  59,  N.  47,  M.  12]  C»> 
970 

Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comm.  moved 
for  (Mr.Walpole).  [A.  184,  N.  125,  M.  9]  C») 
1352 

Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm. 
moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  J.  Stuart),  [A.  45,  N.257, 
M.  212]  (»>  672  ;  Nomination  of  Members, 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [A.  57,  N.  146.  M.  89] 
1034  ;  Amend.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck).  \p.  m.  A. 
136.  N.  45,  M.  91]  1038 ;  Amend.  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck).  [0.  m,  A.  194.  N.  77,  M.  117] 
1161  ;  2nd  Amend.  [0.  m.  A.  167,  N.  101. 
M.  66]  1163 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Wakley).  [0.  m. 
A.  188,  N.  97,  M.  91]  1165  ;  Amend.  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck),  [0.  m.  A.  172,  N.  105,  M.  67] 
1171  :  2nd  Amend.  [0.  m.  A.  152,  N.  122, 
M.  30]  1176 

Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 
(Sir  C.  Lemon).  [0.  q.  A.  102,  N.  35,  M.  67] 
(»)  443  ;  [r.  p.  A.  13.  N.  77,  M.  64]  447 

Copper  and  Lead  Duties  Bill.  2R.  Amend. 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck).  [0.  q.  A.  77.  N.  21.  M. 
56]  O0»>612;  Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilcnley), 
[A.  19.  N.  43,  M.  24]  725  ;  3R.  Amend. 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [0.  q,  A.  38,  N.  25,  M. 
13]  757 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill,  2R.  Amend. 
(Col.  Sibthorp),  [0.  q.  A.  216,  N.  9,  M.  207] 
000)609  ;  Com.  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp).  [o.q, 
A.  96,  N.  2.  M.  94]  922  ;  el.  2,  Amend. 
(Mr.  Henley),  [0.  q.  A.  110,  N.  22,  M.  88] 
tb. ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [r.  p.  A.  2, 
N.  117,  M.  115]  lb. ;  [0.  q.  A.  79,  N.  16.  M. 
63]  1119  ;  cl,  15  ;  Amend.  (Mr.T.  Uobhouse), 
[0.  q.  A.  117,  N.  19,  M.  98]  1155  ;— (Lin- 
coln), Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  [0.  q.  A.  69, 
N.  13,  M.  56]  65;— (Bodmin).  Amend.  (Mr. 
Disraeli),  [r.  p.  A.  35,  N.  116.  M.  81]  81  ;— 
(Bolton),  [A.  118.  N.  14,  M.  104]  82 ;  3R. 
Amend.  (Mr.  T.  Hobhouse).  [0.  q.  A.  80, 
N.  13,  M.  67]  307 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland)  Bill,  Leave, 
Amend.  (Mr.  Wakley),  [0.  q.  A.  238,  N.  20, 
M.  213]  W  364  ;  2R.  [A.  296,  N.  19,  M.  277] 
921  ;  Com.  cl.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'ConneU), 
[A.  4.  N.  203.  M.  199]  961  ;  8R.  [A.  173, 
N.  14,  M.  159]  990 

Crown  and  Government  Security  Bill,  Leave, 
[A.  283,  N.  24,  M.  259]C»o>58;  2R.  Amend. 
(Mr.  F.  O'Connor),  [0.  q.  A.  452.  N.  35. 
M.  417]  128  ;  Com.  [A.  230.  N.  33.  M.  197] 
134 ;  Amend.  Adj.(Mr.  F.  O'Connor).  [A.  26. 


DiTiBXONs,  List  ot-^onHmnd. 
N.  228.  M.  202]  fb. ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  G. 
Thompson).  [A.  24.  N.  213,  M.  189]  135 ; 
Com.  ei.  1,  [A.  321,  N.  19,  M.  302]  166; 
Com.  [A.  287,  N.  88,  M.  254]  359  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  S.  Martin).  [0.  q.  A.  188,  N.  79,  M.  109] 
379  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [r.  p.  A.  48, 
N.  305,  M.  257]  381 ;  2nd  Div.  [A.  39, 
N.  270,  M.  231]  382 ;  That  the  Clause  as 
Amended  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  [A.  242, 
N.  50.  M.  192]  383  ;  cl  4,  [A.  221.  N.  38, 
M.  188]  885 ;  add.  cl.  (Mr.  AgUonby).  [A.  50, 
N.  117,  M.  67]  418  ;  cl.  3,  Amend.  (Sir  W. 
Clay),  [A.  39,  N.  83,  M.  44]  420  ;  Pro- 
viso. (Attorney  General),  421  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Wakley).  [A.  80.  N.  142.  M.  112]426; 
cl.  4.  Amend.  (Mr.  Bnght).  [A.  49,  N.  170, 
M.  121]  429;  SR.  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume), 
[0.  q.  A.  295,  N.  40,  M.  2551  478 

Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  [A.  66, 
N.  122,  M.  56]  W)  591 

Debates,  Adjournment  of,  at  12  o'CIock«  Mo« 
tion(Mr.  Brotherton),  [A.  38,  N.  57,  M.  24l 
C«)1181 

Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for  (Mr. 
W.  Evans),  [A.  43,  N.  199,  M.  156]  WU13  ; 
(Mr.  Colville),  [A.  186,  N.  153,  M.  17]  <W 
177  :  (Mr.  A.  Stafford),  [A.  36,  N.  89,  M.  63] 
728;  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  [A.  97,  N.  112, 
M.  15]  1088 ;  Amend.  AcQ.  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
seU),  [A.  85,  N.  43,  M.  42]  Ooi)  igg 

Derby,  The — Adjournment,  Motion  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck),  [A.  108,  N.  90,  M.  18]  (W  1264 

Dillon,  Capt..  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr. 
F.  O'Connor),  [A.  8.  N.  59,  M.  51]  W)  W8 

Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome,  BiU,  2R. 
Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey)  [<^.  f .  A.  125,  N. 
46,  M.  79]  Ooi>234;  Com.  Amend.  A^j. 
(Lord  J.  Russell),  [A.  73,  N.  28,  M.  45] 
496  ;  [0.  q.  A.  Ill,  N.  34,  M.  77]  509  ;  add. 
cl.  (Mr.  C.  Pearson),  [A.  30,  N.  93.  M,  68l 
514 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  O'ConneU),  [A.  8,  N. 
104,  M.  96]  t6.;  el.  2.  [A.  79,  N.  22,  M.  57] 
523  ;  d.  3.  Ametd.  (Mr.  C.  Pearson).  [A.B(f^ 
N.  65.  M.  85]  524  ;  That  the  Bill  do  pass., 
[A.  77.  N.  4.  M.  73]  525 ;  8R.  Amend.  (Mr. 
Napier).  [0  q.  A.  88,  N.  25,  M.  68}  628 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  Amende 
(Dr.  Bowring,)  [A.  65,  N.  180,  M.  65]  C<^> 
1121 

Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved  (Mr.  G. 
A.  Hamilton),  \o.  q  A.  118,  N.  15,  M.  108] 
(101)865 

Election  Recognisances  Bill,  2R.  [A.  124,  N. 
126,  M.  2]  CW)  626  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner), 
[A.  78,  N.  165,  M.  87]  628;  2R.  [A.  112, 
N.  80,  M.  32]  1095  ;  Rep. ^-Amend.  (Attorney 
General),  [0.  q.  A.  92,  N.  78,  M,  19]  1192  ; 
2R.  [Contents  19,  Not-Contents  9,  M.  10] 
(«)401 

Entail,  Law  of  (Scotland),  Amendment  Bill, 
Com.  ct.  2,  [A.  87,  N.  19,  M.  68]  W1416  ; 
cl.  3,  Amend.  (Hon.E;  P.  Bouvene),  [A,  17, 
N.  86,  M.  69]  1417 

Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland)  Bill^  Thai  tKe 
Bill  do  pass.  Amend.  (Marquess  <^  Clanri-* 
carde).  [Contents  47,  Not-Clontentfl  58,  M< 
11](»>1166 

Exchequer  Bills  Bill,  Com.  Amend.  (Mr; 
Hume),  [0.  q .  A.  66,  N.  15,  M.  51]  OOi)  578 

Exchequer,  Payment  of  the  Revenue  into  the. 
Res.  (Dr.  Bowring),  [A.  b5,  N.  54,  M.  1] 
(»)183 
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DinaioNs,  List  of^-contimad. 
Farmers'  Estates  Society  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com. 

cL  13,  [A.  61,  N,  3,  M.  48]  f'«»>  1042 
Framfiwork  Knitt^rs^  Comni,  moved  for  (Sir  H, 

Halford),  (A.  51,  N.  86,  M.  34]  t»«  1113 
Giime  Certiflcate*  for  KiMinjf  Ilrires  BiU,   Rap. 

cl  1.  Amend.  (Mr.  Colvik>),   [A.  22,  N.  77, 

M.  551  W  471  ;  (Sir  W.  Julliffe),  [A.  78.  N. 

18,  M.  60]  473;  Thai  the  Bill  be  engrosied, 

[A,  90,N.  It,  M.  7tl]  475 
Game  Laws,  Rcpeiil  of  the.  Leave,  Amend.  Adj. 

(Mr.   G.  Thompaoii),  [A,  83,  N.  87,  M.  5] 

mi  yo2 
Eiibeoj}    Corpus    Susporiaioii     (Ireland)    Bill, 

Leave,  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Uravrford),  [o,  i^.  A. 

371,  N.  8,  M.  21)3]  tiw>743 
Ilarwidi,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved,  Amend. 

(Mr.  lilnekHtime).    [o.  q.   A.  495,  N.  04,  M. 

131]  <9'>  907  ;  2nd  Division   [A.  164,  N.  73, 

M  91]  on 

Hiijhways  Bill,  Com.  [A.  88,  N.  34,  M.  54] 
cioc)  573 

Iloratiara,  Borough  of,  PoBtpouemont  of  2R., 

[A.  5(i,  N.  3T.M.  10]  W  829 
Horsham,   Borongh  of,  New  Writ   moved  for 

(Mr.  Goriiig),  [A.  73,  N.  167;  M.  04]  <^>  842  j 

3nd  mv,   [A.  117,  N.  231,  M.  114]  W  344 ; 

3rd  Div.  [A.  54,  N.  60,  M.  4]  ItlOl 
Income  and  Expenditure,  Motion.  (Mr.  Hume), 

[A,  69,  N.  167,  M.  y8]  ^^^  1373 
Iiioome  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  Amend.  (Mr. 

Horsman),  [o.  <j.  A.  316,  N.  141,  M    175]  W> 

228 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Homo),  [o.  q.  A.  303,  N. 

138,  M.  325]  633 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  Motion  (Sir  B.  Uall), 
I      [A,  138,  N.  218,  M.  80]  ^'^  766 
"Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.  cL  7» 

{A.  ti4,  N.  8,  M.  60)  Oooy  477 ;  cL  03,   [A 

166,  JV.30,  M.  136]  47»  ;  Rep.  Amend,  (Mr. 

Napier),  [o.  q.  A.  lt)7,  N.  62,  M.  Ury\  003; 

3R.  add.  d.  (Mr.  Moneell),  [A.  55,  N,  114, 

M.  60]   77-3 :  Commons*   Amends.     Aiueud. 

(Lord  Stanley),  [0.  q.  Contentt  28,  Not-Con- 

tenta  10,  M.  18]  1040 
P Ireland,  Remedifil  Measures  for,  Motion  (Mr. 

S.   Crawford),  [p.  q,  A.  100,  N.  24,  M.  76] 

(W>  1014 

Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  fbr, 
(Unl  J.  Russell),  [A.  363,  N.  180,  M.  67] 
ti*i  1307 

Jews  Disabilities  Bill,  2R  [A.  277,  N.  304,  M. 
78]  tw  53(ij  Com.  Amend.  (Sir  IL  Wil- 
lowghby),  [A.  99,  N.  H16,  M,  97]  '»^>  1340  ; 
Amend.  (Sir  R.  Inglia),  [A.  109,  N,  203,  M. 
94]  1248;  3R.  Amend.  (Sir  F,  Thesiger), 
[o,q.  A.  234,  N.  173.  M.  61]  <i»*i>  067  :  2R, 
Amend.  (Earl  ijf  Elknhorough),  [o  q.  Con- 
tents 128,  Not-Contenta  103,  M.  36]  1400 

Joint  Stock  Companies  Bill,  3R.  ndd,  d.  (Mi*, 
Headlam),  [A.  9,  N.  94,  M.  85]  <S*>1410 

Leicester,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for 
(Mr.  A.  Sufford),  [A.  6,  N.  129,  M.  133]  W 

ms 

^Kcdieal  Relief,  Rea.  1  (Viseount  Aahley ),[;».  q. 

A,  37,  N.  50,  M.  13]  <^y  005  ;    Rea.  3,  [A, 

19,  N.  101,  M.  82]  683  ;  Res.  4,  [/>.<?.  A.  63, 

N.  98,  M.  62]  691 
1  Jdiniaters*  Money  (Ireland ).  Rea.  (Mr,  Fagan), 
]      [A.  73,  N.  140,  M.  76)****  326 
'  National  Representation,  Motion  (Mr.  Hume), 
>      [A.  84,  N.  361,  M.  207]  ^i*»>  226 
'  JNBvigatioTi  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  Amend. 

(Cftptain  llarris),  [0.  q,  A.  62.  N.  38,  M.  34] 


DiviHtoNs,  List  of — conUn%ufd, 

<»«>  1054;  Amend,  Adj.  (Sir  J.  Walah),  [A,  236, 
N.  73,  M.  103]<8»>326  ;  Res.  (Et.  Hon.  J.  C. 
nerriea).  [n.  q  A.  394,  N,  177,  M.  117]  670  ; 
Comm.  [A.  119,  N.  32,  M.  87]  792  ;  iLmend. 
(Mr.  J.  Stuart),  [r. p.  A-  48»  N.  144.  M.  ^6] 
793 
Navy  Eatimates^Supply,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hiim0)» 

[A.  38,  N.  347,  M.  309]  <«^?843 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),    3R.   [A,  22,  N. 

145,  M.  133]  <9?>  1345 
Ovana,    Colonel,    Case   of,   Comm.   moved   for 
(Mr.  G.  Thompson),  [A.  8,  N.  77,  M,  69] 
(»»)  447 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr. 
F. O'Connor).  [A.  23,  N.  256,  M.  232]  t»»  797 
Parliamentary  Eleetors  Bill,  3R.  [A.  00.  N.  25, 
M.  35]  i9«>  1148;  Com.  c^.  I,  [A.  58,  N.  47, 
M.  ll]t«>9B6 
Politieal  Offenders ,  Pardon  of,  Addi^eaa  moved 
(Mr.   F.   O'Connor),  [A.  23,   N.  91,  M.  08] 
W>  1390 
Poor  Low  (Ireland),   Coram,  moved  for  (Col. 
Dunne).   [A.    101,   N.    106,   M.   64]  W)63; 
(Earl  of  Lucan),  [Contents  33,  Not-Oontenta 
27,  M.  6]  W  80 
Poor  Relief  ExtenMion  (Irebnd) — (The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause)  Bill,  U-ave,  [A.  21,  N.  114,  M. 
93]<»7>30I 
Property  Tax,  Cora.  Amend  fMr.  Hume),  [o*  q* 
A,  384,  N.  73.  M.  211]  t«'>  1018,  [<J.  w.  A. 
523.  N.  12,  M.  311]  1061 
Public  Hi^alth  Bill,    Com.  Amend.  Adi.   (Mr. 
Snooner),  [A.  64,  N.  229,  M.  176]  ^^741  ; 
el  1.  Amend.  (Mr.  Bankes),  [9.  q.  A,  240,  N. 
71,  M.  169]  799  ;  d.  3,  Amend.  (Mr,  Urqu- 
bart),  [A.  45,  N.  145,  M.  100]   1178;  d.  19, 
[A.  113,  N.  38,  M.  75]  1216  -,  d.  03,  [A.  85, 
N.  19,  M.  00]  1246  ;  Rep.  Amend.  (Captain 
Peehell),  [o.  q.  A.  40,  N.  18,  M.  28]  tWe91 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.  d. 
1,  [A.  108.  N.  43.  M.  m]  tJooJ  77s ;  Lords' 
Amends.  cL  33.  [A.  &S,  N.  36.  M.  20]  1 177  : 
c/.  119,  [A.  47,  N.  53,  M.  5]  1180 
Railway  Commission  Bill,  I^eave,  [A.  62.  N.  73, 

M.  ll](i*»>130 
Railwav     Commiaiiioners,     Motion    (Mr.     G, 

Bankes).  [A.  60,  N.  76,  M.  19]  t®^  1082 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  2R.  [A,  168, 
N,  135,  M.  33]  <»^  852  ;  Com,  Amend. 
Hon.  C.  E.  Law),  [o.  q.  A,  186,  N.  164,  M. 
.n]  <*«^757:  c^,  1,  Amend,  (Sir  R,  Inglisl, 
[0.  q.  A.  94,  N.  69,  M.  36]  wjgis ;  Amend. 
(Mr,  Uenley),  [o.  q.  A.  151,  N.  119.  M.  32] 
334  ;  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  E.  Uw),  [r.p.  A.  124. 
N.  176,  M.  61]  328;  Amend.  (Hon,  C.  E. 
LawK  [A.  143,  N.  129,  M.  13]  t»M65 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  A.  Stafford),  [r.  p.  A.  Ill,  N, 
UVl,  M.  60]  168;  AuKud.  (Mr,  Goring), 
[o,  q,  A.  102,  N.  70.  M.  20]  1303 ;  cl  \,  [A. 
113.  N.  113,  M.  0]  1303 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Fagan), 
[A-  75,  N.  168.  M.  03]t»«»»668  ;  Amend.  (Col. 
Dunne),  [A.  48,  N.  126.  M.  77j  561 ;  [&,q, 
A.  116,  N.  37,  M.  79]t£.. 
Savii}gs  Banks,  Com.  Amend,  (Lord  G.  Ben- 
tinek),  [o.  q.  A.  49,  N.  31,  M.  28]<i'">067; 
d.  7,  Amend.  (Mr.  Wodchouse), [0.  i^.  A.  30| 
N.  11,  M.  19]  668 
Sites  lor  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland)  BlU* 
2R.  [A.  80,  N.  26,  M.  66]  W  n^g .  Com. 
Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  [0.  q.  A,  84,  N. 
69,  M.  25]  <^'i  498  ;  d,   1.  Amend.  (HoQ.  J, 
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Dimnoxs,  Lirt  of— continued, 

Elliot),  [o.  q,  A.  58.  N.  55.  M.  3]  (i«»  139  ; 
add,  el.  (Hon.  J.    Elliot),  [A.    46,   N.  58, 

M.   12]  140  ;  3R.  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Graham), 

[o.  a.  A.  59,  N.  98,  M.  39]  613 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved  (Mr.  Baillie),  [o, 

q.  A.  216.  N.  80.  M.  136]  w)  1004 
Spirits,  Dealers  in.  Com.  cl,  25.  Amend.  (Mr. 

Hume).  [A.  83,  N.  51.  M.  18]  001)588  ;  [0. 

q.A.  56,  N.  31.  M.  25]  590 
Stamford  Election.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  W. 

P.  Wood).  [A.  178.  N.  177,  M.  1]C»)976 
Sugar  Duties,   Comm.   Res.   Amend.  (Sir  J. 
^  Pakington),  [0.  q,   A.  260,  N.  245,  M.  15] 

<»)  1398  ;    Amend.  (Mr.  Bright),  [0.  q.  A. 

302.  N.  36,  M.  266]  1470  ;  Amend.  (Sir  J. 

Pakington),  [A.  169,  N.  231,  M.  62]  Ooo)  78; 

Amend.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [r.  p.  A.  80, 

N.  211,  M.  131]  302  ;  [0.  q,  A.  180,  N.  124, 

M.  56]  871  ;  Amend.  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouverie), 

[A.  34,  N.  142,  M.  108]  379 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  Com.  cL  1,  Amend.  (Right 

Hon.  H.  Goulbum),  [A.  28,  N.  73,  M.  45] 

<»w)  657  ;  3R.  add.  cl.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck), 

[A.  40,  N.  70,  M.  30]  0«>  386  ;  Amend.  (Lord 

G.  Bentinck),  [0.  q.  A.  81,  N.  16,  M.  65] 

387 
Sugar  Duties   (No.   2),  Comm.    Schedule    2, 

Amend.  (Lord   G.   Bentinck),  [0.  q.  A.  87, 

N.  34, M.  53]  Cioo)  io65;  2nd  Amend.  (Lord  G. 

Bentinck).  [A.  29,  N.  99.  M.  70]  1114  ;  add. 

cl.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [A.31.  N.  78,  M.  47] 

11 16  ;   2nd  add.  cl.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [A. 

41,  N.  78,  M.82]  1118 
Sunday  Trading  Bill,  Com.  Amend.  (Mr.   B. 

Wall).   [0.  q.    A.    75.   N.    47,  M.   28]  0«» 

460 
Supply— Isle  of  Man.  [A.  71,  N.   14,  M.  57] 

OW)  136  ;— Oxford  and  Cambridge,   Salaries 

of  Professors  at,  [A.  96,  N.  20,  M.  76]  307  ; 

— Labuan,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [A.  12,  N. 

56.  M.44]814  ;  The  Regium  Donum,  Amend. 

(Mr.  C.  Lushington),  [A.  28,  N.  60,  M.  32] 

457 ;    Amend    (Mr.   S.  Crawford).  [A.   13, 

N.   45.  M.  32]  458; — Civil   Contingencies. 

Amend.  (Mr.  Osborne).  [A.   14.  N.  73.  M. 

59] 460 
Tobago,  Relief.  Comm.  Res.   [A.   76,  N.   21, 

M.  55](»)556 
Trials  for   Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.   moved 

for.  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [A.  22, 

N.  155,  M.  133]  OW  696 
Vancouver's    Island.    Address    moved    (Mr. 

Hume),  [0.  q.  A.  76,  N.  58,  M.  18]  <»">  304 
Window  Duties.   Repeal    of  the,  Bill,   Leave, 

[A.  68,  N.  160,  M.  92]<W1297 

Dockyards,  Naval, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  M'Gregor),  ^W  816 ; 
Motion  vrithdrawn,  824 


DoDD»  Mr.  G.,  Maidstone 
Chartist  Prisoners,  The,  t*o»>  526 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.,  Warwick 
NAvy  Estilniites,  "«>  90 

Drainage  Certificates  Bill, 
t.  IR.*  578  ;  2R.»  567 ;  Rep.»  583  ;  3R.»  614 
I.  1R.»  618 ;  2R.»  726  ;  Rep.*  749  ;  3R.*  767  J 
Royal  Asaent,  769 


Drainage  Works,  Ireland, 

I.  Question  (Lord  Famham),  (»>  796 

Drumlanrio,  Viscount,  Dumfries-shire 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  (^'>  485 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^ 

1376  ;2R.  CW  473 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

(9B)484 

Drummond,  Mr.  H.,  Surrey,  W. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  <*>  91 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  3R.  ^W  577 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  000)1170 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  CW  4 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  <»)  571,  1134  ;  000396 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  Com.  Oo»>  723 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  (•*'  112 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of,  Leave,  <^  586 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome,  2R.  Ooi)  223  ; 

Com.  500  ;  cl  2,  522 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  Ooi)644 
Excise  Regulations — Malt,  (•*'  227 
Financial  Statement,  Ooi>  561 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  That  the 

Bill  be  engrossed.  Amend.  (W  478 
Habeas  Corpus   Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

(100)  732 
Irehind,  Stote  of,  Co«)  326 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^ 

1378 
National  Representation,  ('•^  906 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  ^•'>  841 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  cl.  4,  ^^  690 
Parliament,  Now  Houses  of,  ^••^  580 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  OW 

909 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  <^  26 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (IreUnd)  —  (The  Quar- 
ter-Acre Clause),  Leave,  (•')  858 
Privilege  —  West    Gloucestershire    Election, 

Comm.  moved  for,  (•*>  1078 
Public  Health,  Com.  W)  727 ;  Lords'  Amends. 

Smoke  Clause,  000)1179 

Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  C»)  819  ;  Com.  «•> 

703,  714;<ri.  1,  W)322  ;  t»M65 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

(99)  479 
Spirits,  Dealers  in.  Com.  cl  25.  OOi)  590 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  Ooo)  n 
Supply  —  Public    Buildings,  Ooi)  94 ;  —  New 

Houses  of  Parliament,  136  ;— Education,  359 
Tenants  at  Will  (Ireland),  Com.  ^»>  971 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  ^^^  755 

Dublin  Police  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  OOO)  924  ;  2R.»  1041  ;  Rep.«  001)376  ; 

3R.»  518 
I.  1R.»  568  ;  2R.»  613  ;  Rep.»  668  ;  3R.*  726  ; 

Royal  Assent,  769 

Duncan,  Viscount,  Bath 

New  Forest— Plunder  of  the  Royal  Woods,  0«) 

127 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  C»)  858 
Public  Health,  Leave,  C«)  404 ;  Com.  el  19, 

(«) 1213 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  C«)  1254, 
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Duncan,  Mr.  G.,  Dundee 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  3R.  (W  855 

Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen,  Comm.  moved 

for,  CW)  99 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  Amend.  <>«»  1168 

DuNDA8,Sir  D.,  Sutherlandshire,  see  So- 
licitor General,  The 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Scotland),  2R.  (m>  850 
Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of.  Address  moved, 
W)  1383 

DuNDAS,  Rear  Admiral,  J.  W.  D.,  Oreen- 
wich 
"  Avenger,"  Loss  of  the,  (W  659 
Expenditure   of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved 

for,  C«>  1090 
Naval  Dockyards,  Comm.  moved  for,  (W  822 
Navy   Estimates— Supply,   W)  831,  832;  <»> 
1426,  1429;  ^»o»)91 

Dunne,  Lieut.  Col.  F.  P.,  Portarlington 
Adjournment — Ireland,  (•*>  1434 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  Com.  C>o»  724 
Ejected  Tenants  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  ^^^ 

1013 
Habeas   Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),   Leave, 

(100)  742 
Income  Tax  (Ittjland),  C&7J  757 
Incumbered  Estateii  (Ireland).  Com.  Cioo)  493  ; 

ct  03,  Amend,  47^;  lUp.  5^n 
Irebndt  !iemedial  Mea^ur^s  for,  ^*W  looi 
Landlord  and  Ti^nant  ( IrGLand),  2E.  CM)  65 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  CW)23, 
.  61;(W)1319 

Poor  Law  UnionB  (Ireland),  (^^  1085 
Poor  Jt*4iof  Extetidon  (Ireland) — (The Quar- 
ter Acre  Chi  use),  Leavev  ^''>  350 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 

(97)  1299 
PubUo  Work*  (Ireland),  3R.  000)495 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  Amend.  OWggi 
Kligo,  Borouifh  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,^»)  1413 
Sugar  Duties,  ^'«>  1394 

Ebrington,  Viscount.  Plymouth 
M^Uirnl  Rclin^f,  Re».  ^^m\ 
Poor  Law   Union  District  Schools,  Com.  OOO) 

1222 
Public  Health,  Leave,  W  421  ;  Com.  C»)  726 

Ecclesiastical  CofnmissionerSt 
c.  Res.    (Mr.  Ooraman),    lOBS ;  Amend.   (Dr. 
Bowring),  [A.  65,  N.  ISO,  M.  65]  W  1121  ; 
(Hon.    E.  P    Bouvorb),   Res.  100;  Motion 
withdrawn,  (»)  127 

Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Assignments  of, 
Bill, 
I  1R.»  (W)l;  2R.»  979;  Rep.»  1199;  3R.» 

1221 
c.  1R.»  <»>  1411 ;  2R.»  0«)  130  ;  Rep.»  385; 

8R.»  510 
/.  Royal  Assent,  (lo^)  101 

Ecclesiastical  Jurisdiction  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  <»«>)  448  ;  2R  •  481 ;  Rep.»  574  ;  3R.» 

642 
I.  1R.»696;  2R.*(»o"  1  ;  Rep.*  83  ;  3R.»  100  ; 
Royal  Assent,  726 


Etclesiastical  Patronage   Suits  Compro* 
mise  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I.  1R.»  C»«»304  ;  2R.»  748 ;  Rep.»  894  ;  8R.» 

922 
c.   1R.»  <»w)54;  2R.»  126;  Rep.»  190;  3R.» 

259 
I.  Royal  Assent,  726 

Ecclesiastical    Unions  and  Divisions  of 

Parishes  [Ireland]  Bill, 

I.  IR  *  <w>  499  :  2R  •  79a  ;   Rep.  1306  ;  8R. 

(iMj  15Q  J  Amend.  (Lord  Stanley),  ib ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  152 

c.  HI.*  <iw>  2m  ;  2R  *  409  ;  Rep.*  583 ;  8R.* 

992 
I.  Royal  Assent,  Cwi)  loi 

Edinburgh  Election, 
c.  Observations  (The  Speaker),  (>»)  809 

Education — Supply, 
e.  (»•»)  259 

Education  (Ireland),- 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  G,  A.  Hamilton,  Cioi)816, 
[0.  q,  A.  118,  N.  15,  M.  103]  366 

Education  of  Infant  Poor,  BilU 
c.  1R.*(W)1000 

Edwards,  Mr.  H.  Halifax 

Public  Health,  Com.  el,  50,  CW  1230 

Egerton.  Mr.  W.  T.,  Cheshire,  N, 

Bewdley,  Borough  of.   New  Writ  moved  for, 
W)  846 

Eguntoun,  Earl  of 
Commercial  Distress — ^The    Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  (»)  516 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (»)  1384 
Marriages  and  Births  Registration  (ScotUnd), 

2R.  CW)  571 
KAciiig  Swoops,  ^*'^)  1200 
Hi?pr«aoniative  I'eers  (Scotland),  Election  Of, 

<*?  846  ;  ^^  39ti 
EoDie,  DtplomAtio  Relations  with,  IR.  C)  170, 

284  ;  Com.  Amend.  876,  S77 

Ejection  of  Tenants  (Ireland), 
c.  Obaer^atJon.H  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  (•'^856,  858  ; 
Address  moved  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  1006  ;  Mo- 
tion vrit^idrawn,  1014;  Observations  (Sir  G. 
Grejr),  M  Mot  km  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  1144; 
>h>tlori  withdrawn,  1149 

Eldon,  Earl  of 

Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  2R.  C»)  797 

Election  and  Polling   Places    [Ireland] 
Bill 
c.  IR.*  W926,  987;  2R.*  1419 

Election  Committees — Non-Attendance  of 
Members, 
c.  (»)  459 

Election  Petitions, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  <•*>  80 
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Election  Eeeognisanees  Bill,  * 

c.  IR.*  ^^^  22;  2R.  617;  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner), 
620,  [o.  q.  A.  124,  N.  126,  M.  2]  626;  Divi- 
sion on  Mr.  Spooner's  Amend.  [A.  78,  N. 
165,  M.  87]  628;  2R.  1084.  [A.  112,  N.  80, 
M.  32]  1095;  Com.  1103;  Rep.  Amend.  (At- 
torney General),  [o.  q.  A.  92,  N.  73,  M.  19] 
1192;  SR.  1250;  Amend.  (Hon.  J.  £.  EUiot), 
[o.  q,  A.  118,  N.  74,  M.  44]  1251;  BUI 
passed,  1252 
/.  1R.»  ib.;  2R.  <w)  399,  [Contents  19,  Not- 
Contents  9,  M.  10]  401 ;  Com.  448 ;  Rep. 
Amend.   (Lord   Brougham),  449,  [Contents 

21,  Not-Contents  16,  M.  5]  ib.;  3R.  507; 
Royal  Assent,  671 

Elections^  Controverted,  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  C»o»)83 ;  2R.»  143 ;  Rep.»  259 ;  3R.»31 1 
L  IR.*  365;  2R.*  613;  Rep.»  668;  3R.»  726; 
Royal  Assent,  768 

Elections,  Corrupt  Practices  at.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  "«)  470;  1R.»473;  2R.  604;  Amend. 
(Col.  Sibthorp),  605,  [o.  q.  A.  216,  N.  9,  M. 
207]  609;  Com.  915;  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp), 
916,  [o.  q.  A.  96,  N.  2,  M.  94]  921;  el.  2, 
922;  Amend.  (Mr.  Henley),  [o.  q.  A.  110,  N. 

22,  M.  88]  ib.;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [r. 
p.  A.  2,  N.  117,  M.  115]  ib.;  [o.  q.  A.  79, 
N.  16,  M.63]  1119, 1154;  d.  15,  Amend.(Mr. 
T.  Hobhouse),  1155,  [o.  q.  A.  117,  N.  19,  M. 
98]  t6.;  Schedule,  1 156 ;--( Lincoln),  Amend. 
(Col.  Sibthorp),  Ooi)  eo,  [p.  q,  A.  69,  N.  13, 
M.  56]  e5  ;—( Aylesbury),  66  ;—( Bodmin), 
69 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Disraeli),  [r.  p.  A.  35,  N. 
116,  M.  81]  81;— (Bolton),  [A.  118,  N.  14, 
M.  104]  82;  Rep.»  199;  3R.  Amend.  (Mr.  T. 
Hobhouse),  [o.  q.  A.  80,  N.  13,  M.  67] 
307;  Bill  passed,  ib. 

L  IR.  308;  2R.  480;  Res.  480 

Elective  Franchise  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  C«)  585 

Electric  Telegraph — Fahe  News, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Mackinnon),  0«»  925 

Ellenborough,  Earl  of 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  C98)266;  Com.  397; 

Commons'  Amends.  1069,  1071 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Returns  moved 

for,  («)387 
Criminal  Law  Consolidation  (No.  2),  2R.  (W)992 
Defalcation  in  the  Supreme  Court,  Calcutta, 

(»)  834 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  ( Ireland),  1 R.  0«»)  753 
Hypothecation  of  Goods  (India),  Papers  moved 

for,  C»)  366 
Incumbered     Estates     (Ireland),     Commons' 

Amends,  ^oo)  io26 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  Amend.  C^)  1340 
Mail  Contraets,  Government,  (*^)  833 
National  Defences,  Returns  moved  for,  (*J  284 
National  Expenditure,  Returns  moved  for,  (m> 

1224 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^^  1329 
ParUamentary  Electors,  2R.  (»oi)  125 
Public  Business,  State  of,  (>»>  1412 
Public  Health,  Commons'  Amends,  <»«>141 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  2R.  OW  1127, 

1133 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  Com.  <•*)  895 
Salaries  in  Public  Departments,  Returns  moved 

for,  W)  1114,  1128 


Ellesmere,  Earl  of 
Jews  DisabiUties,  2R.  (»>  1387 

Ellice,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Coventry 
Commercial    Distress  —  The    Currency,  Com. 

moved  for,  CM)  546 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  cW 

402 ;  CW) 1081 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  W)  175 
Harwich,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

W)  903 
Railways,  Leave,  C»)  239 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Conmi.  moved 

for,  (W  78 
Sugar  Duties,  (W)  811 
Supply— Kafir  War,  C»)  1380 

Elliot,  Hon.  J.  E.,  Roxburghshire 

Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  0«)1171 
Election  Recognisances  3R.  Amend.  W)  1251 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  That  the 

Bill  be  engrossed,  (»>  474 
Harwich,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  W) 

603,614,902,910,911 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  mo^ed  for,  (m>  1021 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.   moved  for, 

(»W  408,  412,  414,  417.  426,  427,  428,  430 
Portugal,  Relations  with.  Address  moved, C»)  826 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

C«)  1160;  cl.  1,  Amend.  <»«»  138;  add.  d.  140 

Elphinstone,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  <*^  22 

Emigration, 
c.  Question  (Viscount  Aahley),  C»*»  1172 

Emigration  to  Australia, 
I.  Observations  (Earl  Grey),  <»«»)  1 

Emigration  to  Canada, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  W)  1198 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Reynolds),  C»7)  907;  (Mr.  Mon- 
sell),  1202 

Encumbered  Estates  {Ireland)^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  (»)  4 

Encumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I.  1R.»C»)632;  2R.  1249;  Com.  W  758;  3R. 

832 
c.  IR.*  C9e)834;  2R.  1196;  Rep  •  W  170 ; 
Com.  C»«»87:  Instruction  (Sir  L.  O'Brien), 
ib.;  Adj.  Debate,  385 ;  Motion  withdrawn, 
403  ;  d.  2,  473  ;  d.  7,  477.  [A.  64,  N.  8,  M. 
56]  ib.;  cl.  34,  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Graham),  ib,; 
d.  63,  479,  [A.  165,  N.  30,  M.  135]  ib.; 
Rep.  583 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  ib.,  [0.  q, 
A.  197,  N.  52,  M.  145]  603 ;  3R.  767 ;  add. 
d.  (Mr.  MonseU),  ib.,  [A.  66,  N.  114,  M.  571 
773 
/.  Commons'  Amends.  ^^^  1019;  Amend.  (Lord 
Stanley),  1020,  [0.  q.  Contents  28,  Not-Con- 
tents  10,  M.  18]  1040  ;  Royal  Assent,  (>•>)  101 

Enfranchisement  of  Copyholds,  Extension 
Bill, 
I.  !«.•  W234;  2R.  998,  [Contents  81,   Not 
Contents  16,  M.  15]  996  ;    Com.  (><»)  1^2 ; 
Com.  put  off,  158  ;  Question  (Bishop  of  Lon- 
don), 1016 
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English  Artisans  in  France,  Expulsion  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  A.   Stafford),  W)336,  468; 
(Mr.  B.Cochrane),  tw)  879 

Enniskillen,  Earl  of 

Public  Works  (Ireland),  3 R.  (»)  1344 

Entail,  Law  of.  Amendment  {Scotland) 
Bill, 
c.  Leave,  («)1307:  IR.*  CWiei;  2R.»  699; 

Rep.»  CW  152;  Com.  d.  2,  [A.  87,  N.  19,  M. 

68]  1416;  c/.  3,  Amend.  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bou- 

verie),  [A.  17,  N.  86,  M,  69]  1417 ;   Rep.» 

1418;  CW)249;  3R.»  502 
/.  1R.»  (»)663;    2R.   1306;    Com.  O«>)507; 

Amend.  (Earl  of  Haddington),  ib.;  Amend. 

neg.  609  ;  3R.*  681  ;  Royal  Assent,  C»oi)  loi 

Entailed  Estates  {Scotland), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  <«*>211 

Epiphany  Quarter  Sessions  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  CM)  1065;  2R.  CW327;  BUI  withdrawn, 
328 

Episcopal  Beventtes, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Horsman),  CW1260;    Motion 
withdrawn,  1299 

Evans,  Major  General  Sir  De  Lacy,  West- 
minster 

Army  Estimates,  W)  nsi,  1187 

Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen,  Comm.  moved 
for,  W  89 

Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  CW)i7;  The  Pe- 
tition, Report,  298 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  (i<»)  1164 

Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  C**M64, 
360 ;  3R.  463 

Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 
W)  902 

Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 
W)  1138 

Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  Report,  (•^  771 

Parliamentary  Electors,  2R.  C98;ii40;  Com. 
cl.  1,  W986;  Rep.  000)580 

Parliamentary  Reform,  <*)  1236 

Sunday  Trading,  Com.  0«>>  463 

Supply— Foreign  Affairs,  ooi)  182 

Unlawful  War-making,  <»">  84,  87 

Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  C«)  1270 

Evans,  Mr.  J.,  Haverfordwest 

Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  ^^^  341 

Evans,  Mr.  W.,  Derbyshire,  K 

Derbv,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (*^ 
402 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  (W)508;  2R.  683;  3R.  864 
Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases,  Leave,  CW 1299;  2R. 

W) 1102 
BankCharter  Act,  CW228 
Business  of  the  House,  (W  261 
China,    Commercial    Relations    with.  Papers 

moved  for,  t»)  437 
Commercial  Distress — The   Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  <*>  1032 
Criminal  Appeal,  Court  of,  <»>  627 


EwABT,  Mr.  W.-^conUnued. 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  cT.  S, 

(W)  366,  381 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  <*')  640, 

691 
Debates,  Adjournment  of,  <»)  1179 
Financial  Statement,  C»)  997 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Scotland),  2R.  <»)  849 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  tW  573 
Plata,  Rio  de  \&,  C»)  1437,  1488 
Sattara,  Raiah  of,  (»>264 
Taxation,  (»>  927  ;  CW)1422  ;  Ooioiigl,  1191 
Transportation  of  an  Innocent  Man,  ^^^  1436 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  CJe)  1394 

Evicted  Destitute  Poor  {Ireland)  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  (•«>  637 ;  2R.»  638  ;  Com.  df.  1,  670 ; 
Rep.*  704 ;  3R.  803  :  BiU  passed,  804 

2. 1R.»C«)804;  2R.  W)82;  Com.  996;  el.  I, 
997,  [Contents  23,  Not-Contents  23.  M.  0] 
cl.  agreed  to,  1000;  3R.  1166;  That  the 
Bill  do  pass.  Amend.  (Marquess  of  Clanri- 
carde),  ib.,  [Contents  47,  Not-Contents  68, 
M.  11]  1166;  Bill  passed,  1167 

c.  Lords'  Amends,  ooo)  431 

I.  Commons'  Amends.  0(»)  1016 ;  Protest,  1321 ; 
Royal  Assent,  Cioi)  lOl 

Exchequer,    Chancellor    of    the,    see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Exchequer  Bills  (17,946,500?.)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  (»)  162  ;  2R.»  283 ;   Rep.*  402;  3R.» 

426 
I.  1R.»  (W  486  ;   2R.»  633  ;  3R.»  634  ;  Royal 
Assent,  537 

Exchequer  Bills  Bill, 

e.  1R.»  ooi)  565;  2R.»  683;  Com.  634; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  16.,  [0.  ^.  A.  66,  N.  16, 
M.  61]  668  ;  Rep.»  668;  3R.*  728 

I.  1R.»726;  2R.»749;  Rep.»767;  3R.  770; 
Royal  Assent,  789. 

Exchequer,  Payments  of  Bevenue  into  the, 
c.  Res.  (Dr.  Bowring),  W  127,  [A.  55,  N.  64, 
M.  1]  133 ;  [0.  q.  A.  66,  N.  61,  M.  6]  134 

Excise  Laws, 
c.  Question   (Mr.  Hume),  CW  217 ;   (Mr.   H. 
Drummond),  227  ;  (Mr.  Frewen),  268 

Exemption    of   Small    Tenements  from 
Mating  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave.  CW1306;  IR.*  1307 

Exeter,  Bishop  of 

Devonport,  Spiritual  Destitution  in,  ^^  063 

Praemunire,  Statute  of— Election  and  Conse- 
cration of  Bishops,  (90^  632,  442,  643,  649, 
661,  664 

Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  (<0  386  ;  2R. 
776;  Com.  872,  874 

Slave  Trade,  The,  Returns  moved  for,  («>)  1060 

Expenditure  and  Income, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Hume),  CW  1334  [A.  69,  N.  167, 
M.  98]  1373 

Expenditure  of  the  Country, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (ChanoeUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), (W  1066 


EZ£ 


FIS 


{I  N  J>  B  X} 


FI8 


FOR 


Exeter  s,  Bishop  of,  Leti&r — Dr,  Hampden^ ' 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Grattan).  ^»)  1S65 

Faoas,  Mr.  W.,   Corifc  City 
Ballot,  The.  000)1242 
Business  of  the  Session,  000)529 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  <»)  328  ; 

2R.  Amend.  Adj.  T47 
Crown  and  Government  Securit7,  Com.  <*J  259 
Ejected  Tenants  (Ireland),  CW  lUg 
Habeas  Corpus   Suspension   (Ireland),   Leave, 

(100)  727 
Income  and  Expenditure.  ^••J 1371 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  <*^  721 
Incumbered  Estetes  (Ireland),  Rep.  000)591 
Trelapd,  Remedial  Measures  for,  ooo)  955 
Juries  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  000)757 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Leave,  (W689 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  CW)301,  326 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  ^^  1839 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  <*> 

789,  Amend.  Adj.  791,  794,  796 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  WW  41 
Poor    Relief   (Ireland)  — (The   Quarter -Acre 

CUuse),  Leave,  tn)  343 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  ^»>  158 
Rura  Duties,  Amend.  Ooo)  541 
TenanUat  Will  (Ireland),  Com.  W980 

Falmouth,  Earl  of 

Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  IR.  (»oi>  751 ;  2R. 
768 

Farmers'  Estate  Society  Bill, 

0.  IR.*  (W728:  2R.*  878;  Rep.»  000)786; 
Com.  978  ;  d.  13,  1041,  [A.  61,  N..3,  M.  4&] 
1042;  Rep.*  1113;  3R.*  1143 

/.  IR.*  000)1159;  2R.  001)265;  Rep.*  307; 
3R.*  614  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Farnham,  Lord 

Crime  and  Outrage  (IreUnd),  Com.  <»>  1190  ^ 

Crime  in  Ireland,  (»>  856 

Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  (»^676 

Drainage  Works  (Ireland),  W 796 

Murders  (Ireland),  Petition,  W  478 

Farrer,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  8, 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  (»>  850 

Fees — Court  of  Chancery  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  OOO)  1073;  2R.* 001)54 

Females,  Protection  of  Bill, 

1.  IR.  (W1418;  2R.  t»)332;  3R.  000)330; 
Amend.  (Earl  of  Minto),  384.  [0.  m.  Con- 
tents 21,  Not-Contents  28,  M.  7]  t6. 

Fever  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  lR.*Ooi)54;    2R.*  190;  Rcp.»  876,  486; 

3R.*  518 
/.  1R.*514;  2R.*613;  Rep.*  668;  3 R.*  726; 

Royal  Assent,  790 

Financial  Statement —  The  Budget^ 
c.  W900,  987,  1392  ;  (»o»)540 

Fisheries  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Col.  Conoily),  (*»  1234 
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Fisheriet  llrelsnd)  BUI, 
c.  IR.*  000)90^.   3R.»  1041;    mp.*  U68; 

004)54;  3R.<^  33 
^.IR.*  001)100;  2B.  1$9;  qom.  48(1;  ^»p.^ 

486  ;   3R.*  514 ;  Protest,  517 ;  EojaI  Ai- 

sent,  726 

FlTZHARDIVGE,  Earl 

Theatres,  Foreign,  Pe^itMOS,  <99>  715, 7IT 

FiTZROY,  Hon.  H.,  Lewes 

"  Avenger,"  Loss  of  the,  ^••>«59  ^ 

Horsham,  Borough  of,  New  Wiil  Qiov^  Sof, 

W483 
Public  Health,  Com.  («>  724 
Shipwrecks  and  CoUisione  of  Mentha^  Ve^i^e^ 

Qo9im.  moved  for,  <•>  670 

FiTzwiLLiAH,  Earl 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^^  66* 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  Commons*  Amend».  <^'106<0 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  C»)  120& 
Incumbered  EsUtes  (Ireland),  2R.  (W  1251 
Ireland,   State  of,  (^345;    Address  siioved, 

1057 
Passengers*  Bill,  2R.  W)586 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  ^^  4i56 :  poipp.  ipoved  tow. 

Poor  Law  Administration  (Ireland),  ^turns 
moved  for,  W  365  ;  Petition,  982 

Rome,  Diplomatic  Rehitions- with,  IR.  <W  170  ; 
Com.  868,  871,  894 

Foley,  Mr.  J.  H.  H.,  Worcestershire,  K 
Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  move*  for,  (•'^598 
PubHc  Health,  Com.  el  60,  Amend.^)  191^ 

Forbes,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshirs 
Commercial  Distress — The   Curreoof,,  CMsm» 

moved  for,  C*^  1032;  Amend.  1040 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Coart  of  Rome^ 

Com.  ooi)  508 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Scotland),  SR.  (W).849 
Parliamentary  Electors,   dom.  cl.   1,  Amend. 

W986 
Roman  Catholic  Eelief,  Com.  (^  1298 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  Ooo)  553 
Sugar  Duties,  («>  1394 

Foreign  Affairs,  Interference  in, 
c.   Motion  (Mr.   Urquhart),  <»Wi27;  Home 
counted  out,  180 

Foreign  Office — Suppfy 

!      c.  001)147, 181 

Foreign  Policy — Treaty  of  AdriannU, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Home),  («>>290:  Pafert 
moved  for  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  298;  House 
oounted  out,  311 ;  Observations  (Mr.  Urau- 
hart),  623 ;  Resumed  Debate,  1132 ;  Aij.  De- 
bate, (^  66,  232  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  698  ; 
Motion  (Mr.  Urquhart),  (*»U09;  Motion 
withdraws,  1139 

Foreign  Sheep, 
I.  Returns  moved  for  (Duke  of  Riohmoiid),  oos> 
563 ;— see  Sheep,  j^c.  Contagious  Disorders 
PrmfenHenBiU 
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FoRSTER,  Mr.  M.,  Benvick-on- Tweed 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  3R.  <«)  854 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  (*>  1022 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 
(»)  1332 

FoRTESCUE,  Earl 

Ecclesiastical  Unions  and  Division  of  Parishes 

(Ireland),  W  1306  ;  3R.  doo)  150,  152 
Princess,  Birth  of  a,  Answer  to  Address,  ^^^ 
1344 

FoRTESCUE,  Mr.  C,  Louth 
Jews  Disabilities,  3R.  Cw)  661 

Fox,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Longford 

Grime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  ^®*5  341  ; 

Com.  cl.  1,  960,  961 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Leave,  ^*^  42 
Ejection  of  Tenants  (Ireland),  C»7)  863 

'     Irehind,  Remedial  Measures  for,  Ooo)  ioo2 
Parliament  (Ireland),  (»oo)878 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for  ^^^  37 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland) — (The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause),  Leave,  t^>  354 

Fox,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Oldham 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  CW)574 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Leave,  (**>  50 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  t*) 

1265 
National  Representation,  (»)  933 
Supply— The  Regium  Donum,  O^*)  444 

Framework  Knitters^ 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Sir  H.  Halford),  W)  1103, 
[A.  57,  N.  85,  M.  34]  1113 

France, 

.    JEngligh  Artisans  in.  Expulsion  of,  c.  Question 

(Mr.  A.  Stafford),   W)  336,  458  ;   (Mr.   B. 

Cochrane),  CW)  879 
Ex-Royal  Family  of,  c.    Question  (Hon.  F. 

Charteris),  W)  847 
.    Revolution  in,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Hindley),  ^^^ 

1334  ;  (Mr.  Hume),  1389  :  (Mr.  M.  Milnes), 

W)  23  ;  Observations  (Viscount  Palmerston), 

66 
Speech  of  M.  Lamartine,  I.  Question  (Lord 

Brougham),  C«»>  1330 

Franchise  J  The, 
c.  Notice  (Lord  J.  Russell),  CW)  171 

Free  Church  (Scotland), 

I.  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadalbane),  (w»)  306 

French,  Mr.  F.,  Roscommon 
Ejected  Tenants  (Ireland),  (97)  1145 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  1, 

(«)670 
Land    Improvement    (Ireland)    Act,    Alleged 

Abuses  under  the,  (»>  1076 
Poor    Law   Administration   Act    Amendment, 

Leave,  (»)  523 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  ^•^  38  ; 

(98)1312,1319 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  (•»)  1126 
Relief  Money  (Ireland),  C»)  266 
Sligo  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  (**>  1242 
Waste  Lands  (Ireland),  Leave,  («7)  1356 


Frewen,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Sussex,  E. 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*<»> 

241 
Foreign  Affairs,  Interference  in,  0«0  130 
Hop  Duty— Excise  Laws,  (»*>  268 
Incumbered  Estates  (IreUnd),  Com.  Ooo)  37 
Leicester,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 

Amend.  CW)685 
Public  Health,  Com.  C9e)873 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Amalgamation  of.   Res.  (*^) 

368,  370 

Friendly  Societies  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  W)692  ;  1R.»  C«)  926 

Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Pardon  of, 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  F.  O'Connor),  W)  1359, 
[A.  23,N.  91,  M.  68]  1390 

Galway,  Viscount,  Retford,  E, 
Parliamentary  Electors,  Rep.  Amend.  (i<»)581 

Game    Certificates  for    Killing    Hares 

(Bill) 

c.  Leave,  («)  1301  ;  1R.»  1306;  2R.  CW)330; 
Com.  (w^  527  :  Amend.  (Mr.  Adderley).  tft. ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  533 ;  cl.  4,  Amend. 
(Hon.  G.  Berkeley),  [A.  49,  N.  44,  M.  5]  i5. ; 
Rep.  cl.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  Col  vile),  [A.  22,  N. 
77,  M.  55]  W)  471  ;  Amend.  (Sir  W.  JolUffe), 
[A.  78,  N.  18,  M.  60]  472  ;  That  the  Bill  be 
engrossed,  473,  [A.  90,  N.  11,  M.  79]  475  ; 
3R.»  502 

I.  1R.»  CW)563:  2R.»  987;  Com.  Amend. 
(Lord  Redesdale),  1167,  [Contents,  36,  Not- 
Contents  23,  M.  13]  ib.  ;  Proviso  (Earl  of 
Car<figan),  [Contents  20,  Not-Contents  22, 
M.  2]  1168;  3R.»  0<»>  81 ;  Royal  Assent, 
696 

Game    Certificates  for    Killing    Hares 
(Scotland)  Bill, 
C.   IR.*  (»'>  699  ;  2R.»  966  ;  Rep.»  W  502  ; 

3R,«  573 
I.  1R.»  W)673;   2R.»  987;   3R.»  OW  150  ; 
Royal  Assent,  696 

Gamekeeper,  Murder  of  a, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bright),  W>  966 

Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the, 
c.  Leave,  W)  919  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  G.  Thomp- 
son), [A.  82,  N.  87,  M.  5]  962 

Gardner,  Mr.  R.,  Leicester 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  <**>  745 
Framework  Knitters,  Conmi.  moved  for,  W) 

1112 
Jews  Disabilities,  Com.  W)  1219 
Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of.  Address  moved, 

W)  1390 

Gaskell,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wenlock 
Jews  Disabilities,  3R.  C^)  654 

Germany, 
Austria,  State  of,  c.  Question  (Lord  D.  Stuart), 

W)  848 
Germanic  Confederation,  The,  c.  Question  (Mr. 

Disraeli),  c«w  1 151  j—^iee  Italy 
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Gibson,  Right  Hon.  T.  M.,  Manchester       Gloucestershire,    West,   Election — Privi- 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  3R.  (W)857 
Beer,  Sale  of,  3R.  Amend.  C»«>)  1097 
Commercial   Policy,   Returns  moved  for,  ^^^ 

1300 
Joint  Stock  Oompanies,  Com.  ci.  2,  CM)qoo, 

830,  832  ;  8R.  add.  cl.  Amend.  1416 
Navigation  Laws,  Com.  Res.  <")  212,  690 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Ros.  C^W  61, 6X 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  Com.  (i«»  649 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Oxford 
University 
Adjournment — Navigation  Laws,  <'*5 1427 
Bakers.  Master  and  Journeymen,  Comm.  moved 

for,C»)97 
Cathedral  and  Collegiate   Churches,  Address 

moved,  («)  1096 
Claridge,  Sir  J.  T.,  Case  of.  Address  moved, 

(»oo)  812 
Coalwhippcrs,    The — Special    Constables,    W) 

458 
Commercial   Policy,  Returns  moved  for,   f*) 

1280,  1293 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  <*>  439 
Diplomatic    Relations    with    Rome,   2R.  C^oi) 

229 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  (^)  1121 
Episcopal  Revenues,  (»^  1284 
Farmers'  Estate  Society  (Ireland),  Com.  Cioo) 

978 
Financial  Statement,  (^>  1419 
Income  Tax—Ways  and  Means,  W)  417,  438 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for, 

C») 1282 
Navifiration  Laws,  C>  1207  ;  Comm.  moved  for, 

CW)  1022  ;  Res.  (W)261  ;  ^101)57 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  W)  790 
New  Zealand    Government,  Leave,  (•*>  1009 ; 

Com.  (»)331,  342,  348,  362  :  ci.  4,  601 
Railway  Commission,  Leave,  <***>  119 
Railway  Commissioners,  W)  107I 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  C»ft>  810  ;  Com.  W 

741  ;  c/.  1,  W)326 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  CW  1130 
Slave  Trade  Committee,  C«)  1198 
Sugar  Duties,  <»)  860,  1014  ;  Comm.  Res.  Ooo> 

249,  374 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  Com.  cl.  1,  <»~>  661 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Ooo)  106I 
Supply— Kafir  War,  (»>  1379  ;— The  Treasury, 

t»oi)  139  ;  Education,  261  ;— Salaries  of  Pro- 
fessors at  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  306  ; — La- 

buan,  312 
Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  CW)  543 
Vancouver's  Island,  Cioi)268,  290,  292,  315 

Glenoall,  Earl  of 

Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  2R.  ^»>84  ; 

Com.  cL  1,  1000 
Farmers'    Estate   Society  (Ireland),   2R.  <"i) 

268 
Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  t»w)  190  ;  Com.  486 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  IR.  (^*^> 

766 
Incumbered      Estates     (Ireland),    Commons' 

Amends.  O«>M028,  1040 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  C^)  1070 ; 

(»«»616,  616 
Unlawful    Oaths    Continuance,    2R.    (101)52; 

Com.  118;  add.  el.  123,  124 


c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Wakley),  (»>  1067 ; 
Adj.  Debate,  1363  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1364; 
Petition  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pri- 
vileges, ib. 

Godson,  Mr.  R.,  Kidderminster 
Borough  Elections  (No.  2),  Com.  el.  1,  ("•)709 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  24  ;  <i«»  299 

Gordon,  Rear  Adm.  Hon.  W.,  Aberdeen- 
shire 
Navy  Estimates,  (»«>)  1286 

Gore,  Mr.  W.  0.  Shropshire,  N. 
Sligo   Election,  Comm.  moved    for,  (•*>1286, 
1243 

Goring,  Mr.  C,  New  Shoreham 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  Amend.  Adj.  Oo»)508 
Horsham,  Borough,  New  Writ  moved  for,  C«) 

836,  842;  (»)340,  343,  1001 
Jews  Disabilities,  Com.  Amend.  W)  1213 
Roman   Catholic  Relief,  Comm.    Amend.   (*> 

1291,  1296 

Oossett,  Sir  W.,  The  late, 
c.  Res.  (W)  602 

GouLBURN,   Right   Hon.  H.,    Cambridge 
University 
Business  of  the  Session,  t*'*^  616 
Cathedral   and   Collegiate   Churches,    Address 

moved,  (W  1102 
Church  Property,  Address  moved,  Ooo)  1092 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  <••> 

176 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome,  2R.  C»oi)  233 
Ecclesiastical   Commissioners,   Res.    (^^1116, 

1120 
Financial  Statement,  (»>  1406 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  (»')192,  200, 

262 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  3R.  add  cl.  ^**» 

773 
Jamaica,  W289  ;  (»>  1066,  1413 
Jews,   Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(85)1314 

Kinsale  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  W)  1097 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

134 
Property  Tax,  Com.  («^  1048 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  <»«>)  490  ;  Com. 

d.  1,  774 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R    «^)  847 ;  Com.  eL 

l,W)3i8 
Rum,  Differential  Duties  on,  (»>  1010,  1011 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  <>«»  655 
Spirits,  British  and  Foreign,  <*)  697 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (»)  160 
Sugar  Duties,  (»>  863,  1344 ;  Comm.  Res.  C»») 

366 
Sugar  Duties  Com.  <^^HiS  ;   c/.  1,  666  ;  8R. 

(wW.ci.  001)382 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  0«»1018, 

1063,  1067 
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OoTJ^BuhN,  Rt.  Hon*  H. — e&ntinued. 
Supply— Public   Buildings  (Ireland),  ooi)  135, 

140 
VanooHTdr'i  IsUnd,  O«i)301 
We«t  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  (">  777 

Grace,  Mr.  0.  D.  J.,  Boscommon 
Grime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  (86)910 
t'oor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (*^)  1316 

Grafton,  Duke  of 
Commercial  Distress — The   Currency,  Comm. 
moved  for,  (•*>fill 

Graham,  Right  Hod.  Sir  J.  R.  G.,  Eipon 
Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  <«^  13 
County  Courts,  ^^^  240 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  (^  1093 
Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  («^  601 
Incumber^  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  000)390; 

c/.  9,  476 ;  ct.  34,  Amend.  477,  478 
Lords,   House  of.  Abolition  of  the,  W)  1056, 

1057 
Mitchel,  John,  Trial  of,  'tw)  4 
Navy  EatiihJitea— Supply>  W)79o,   791,  792, 

808 
Parkhurst  Prison— Supply,  W  1433,  1484 
PubUc  Health,  Com.  d.  66,  <«*)  1246 ;  el.  67, 

1247, 1248 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  C»oo)  437 
Railway  Commissioners,  C^  1077 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  cl.  1,(»7>320 
dites  for  Places  of  Worship  (ScotUnd),  Com. 

C»)492  ;  OW)  137  :  3R.  Amend.  610 
Sugar  Duties^  ^>  1234 

Granbt^  Marquess  of,  Stamford 

Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  <«•>  935 
Commercial  Distress — The   Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  (»)  604 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  cl.  3, 

(W  363 
Income  Tax — Wavs  and  Means,  (*'>  200 
Native  Industry,  CW  816 
Navigation  Iaws,  Comm.  Res.  (*)  200 
Public  Health,  Com.  d.  1,  <»'  797 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  CW  749 
Stamford  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  C*b>  945 
Sugar  Duties,  CW 1 164,  1381 

Grainger,  Mr.  T.  C,  Durham  City 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  Com.  cl.  1,  Amend.  (W)^08 
Public  Health,  Com.  d.  19,  Amend.  (*«)  1213, 
121d 

^rantIlle,  Earl  df 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  CW274 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  (W  457 

Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  IR.  (»•»>  749,  752  ; 

2R.  767,  768 
i^oHh  Wales  Railway,  (»*»  86 
Railway  Commissioners,  (w)  679 
Railway  Companies  and  Steam  Boats,  (M'  674  ; 

<»«»)  1069 
Railway  Gauge.  («)  795 
Railways,  2R.  W  1123,  1125 
Rum  Duties,  Ac.,  2R.  ««» 1163 
Sugar  Duties,  2R.  cwi)  57^ 


Grattak,  Mr.  H.,  Meaih  Co. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Amoid.  <^) 

76,  143 
Adjournment — Ireland,  <•*>  1435 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  CM)  720 
Crowh  and  Grovemment  Security,  Leave,  <^> 

43  ;  Com.  158,  353 
Exeter's  Bishop  of.  Letter,  C»)  1855 
Juries  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  <*••>  760 
Mitchel,  John,  Trial  of,<")3,  6 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  (•*> 

768  ;  (»«»  880,  882  ^ 

Great  Yarmouth  Election, 
c.  Report,  ««>  541 

Great    Yarmouth  Freemen  Disfranchise- 
ment Bill, 
c.   IR.*  W)855;  2R.»  1312;   Com.  Amend. 
(Mr.  A.   Stafford),  (W)596,  [r.  p.  A.  16,  N. 
107,  M.   91]  597;  d.  1,  598;  Rep.*  601  ; 
3R.*  759 
I  1R.»  (98)804  ;  2R.  (W)332;  Rep.»499  ;  3R.» 
563;  Royal  Assent,  1403 

Greece — Loans, 
€.   Question    (Mr.   B.    Cochrane),  (•»)  925  ;— 
Affairs  of.  Despatches  moved  for  (Mr.  B. 
Cochrane),  W)  127  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  138 

Greene,  Mr.  T.,  Lancaster 
Parliamentary  Proceeding  Adjournment;  ^R. 
Ooo)  151 


Grey,  Earl 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (**  63 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  <W267;    Commdns' 

Amends.  1061 
Bank  Charter  Act,  (»)63,  220 
Bank  of  England,  <»)  209,  218,  219,  220 
Canada  Union  Act  Amendment,  SR.  Ooo)  5og 
Ceylon,  (»n  1255  ;  001)728 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  ^*>  208  ; 

Comm.  moved  for,  499 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2R.  0«)768 
Com  laws,  C»)  724 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  IR.  Oti)309, 

310 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Irehmd),  Com.  C»)  1213, 

1217 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  (»)695 
Election  Recognisances,  Com.  <W  452 
Emigration  to  Canada,  W>  1199  ; — To  Australia, 

0001,88 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (IreUnd),  Com*  C»)  997 ; 

d.  1,  998 
Game  Certificat3s  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  <»J 

1168 
Juvenile  Ofienders,  (»oo)84 
Medals,   Military  and    Navjd,  ^^)  1053;    OW 

1018;  (»)565 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  C»)  1326 
New  Zealand  Government,  2R.  W)  3,  go,  22 
Parliamentary  Electors,  2R.  OW)  125 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

W  982 
Passengers'  Bill,  2R.  (W  536,  537 
Poor  I^w  (Ireland),  («>  986 ;    Comm.  moved 

for,  (»)  75 
Property  Tax,  2R.  (W)  1851 
Public  Business,  (*^)  208,  209 
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6bbt,  Eari — continued, 
Roman    Catholie    Prelates,    Titles   to,    Cor- 
respondence moved  for,  (***)  1211 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  <'W  106I  ; 

2R.  <«)  792 
Salaries  in  Public  Departments,  Returns  moved 

for,  C97)  1121 
Sicily,  Interference  in  the  Affairs  of,  0*»  1207 
Slave  Trade,  The,   (»*)  207  ;— Returns  moved 

for,  (»)  1050,  1058,  1066 
Standing  Orders,  doo)  3 
Sugar  Duties,  2R.  t»o»)  568,  583 
Tobago,  Relief  and  Immigration,  Rep.  ^W  422, 

426 
Vancouver's  Island,  Papers  moved  for,  t*o*>  472, 

476 
WeRt  Indies,  The,  («)  188,  210  ;  Address  moved, 

<w> 1243,  1272,  1279, 1283, 1287,  1288 


Obey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Northumberl  N, 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^^>  93  ;  Re- 
port, 161 
Adjournment  (Ireland),  (*>  1435 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  (98)560  ;  3R.856 
Appeal,  Criminal  Court  of,  <**>  528 
Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases,    Leave,   C«)  1300  ; 

2R.  (»7)1102 
Arming  in  Dublin,  (W)  452 
Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (»)90,  93 
Borough  Elections  (No.  2),  Com.  el.  1,  C»)  710, 

713 
Business  of  the  House,  (**)  859 
Business  of  the  Session,  doo)  529 
Chancery,  Estates  (Ireland),  Return  moved  for, 

(96)  527 
Chartist  Demonstrations,  W)  1353,  1355,  C98)  6, 

8,  0  ;  The  Petition,   Report,  296  ;  (98)  337, 

503 
Chartist  Prisoners,  The,  Ooi)  526 
Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (•»)  1349 
Cheltenham,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

(99)  967 

Coalwhippers,  The — Special  Constables,  (97)  459 
Cochrane,  Mr. — his  Procession,  (98)  4 16,  538 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee, 

(99)1204,  1211 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  (9*)  1043 
Copyhold  Tenures.  (9&)  924 
County    Courts,  (95)  374  ;    (96)  357  ;    (99)  429  ; 

(100)  24 

Crime  and  Outrage,  I^ave,  (95)  270,  351,  358, 
363;  2R.  701,  726,  747,  750,  861,  867; 
Com.  cl.  1.  960  ;  3R.  974 

Crown  and  Government  Security,  Leave,  (98) 
20,  48;  2R.  73,  80  ;  Com.  133,  134,  165  ;  cl. 
2,  169  ;  cl.  3,  ib.  173,  233,  258,  342,  381, 
382,  420 

Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  Amend. 
(97)548,559,580 

Debates,  Adjournment  of,  (9*)  1180 

Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^96) 
412;  (99)173 

Derby  Sweeps.  The,  (99)  1291  ;  (»<>')  755 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  (9*)  ]  097, 
1120 

Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Res.  (99)  115,  116 

Ejection  of  Tenants  ( Ireland),  (»7)  858, 860  ;  Ad- 
dress moved,  1010.  1061,  1147 

Election  Petitions,  (*>dl 


Grbt,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G. — eontinued. 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  (97)e32,  1088 
Electric  Telegraph — False  News,  (>«>)  925 
English  Artisani  in  France,  Expulsion  of,  ^> 

336, 458 
Entailed  Estates  (Scotland),  C96)21l 
Epiphany  Quarter  Sessions,  2R.  (9«)327 
Episcopal  Revenues,  (97)1269 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Irelatid),  Com.  cl,  I, 

(98)  671  ;  Lords'  Amends.  (»«»  481 
Friendly  Societies,  Leave,  (97)  597 
Game  Certificates  for   Killing   Hares,   Leatro, 

(98)  1301 
Gamekeeper,  Murder  of  a,  (97)  957 
Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the,  Leave,  W)  935, 941, 

954 
Harwich  Election,    New  Writ  moved  for,  W) 

597,  599,603,612,614 
Highways,  Com.  (»«»  572,  573 
Horsham,  Borough  of,    Postponement  of  2R., 

(98)  826,  827,  829 ;  2R.  (»»)  150 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  fol*,  (9*) 

838 
Ireland,   State   of,   (98)318,   915 ;— Remedial 

Measures  for,  (»«»)  989,  1008 
Juvenile  Population,  (99)  455 
Kinsale  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^1101 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  (9B)  53,  66 
Limerick,  Riot  at,  (98)  590 
Lords,  House  of,  Abolition  of  the,  (97)  io56 
Man,  Isle  of,  (9*)  269  ;  Commission  moved  for, 

(97)  126 
Measures  for  Ireland,  (**)  371 
Meyers,  Annette,  Case  of,  (^  336 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland)^  Res.  (9«)320 
Mitchol,  John,  Trial  of,  (99)  86,  471  ;  Treatment 

of,  (»w)  528,  758 
"  No  House,"  The,  (98)591,  593,  594 
Outgoing   Tenants  (Ireland),  Leave,  (97)311; 

2R    1335 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  C**) 

752  ;  Amend.  765,  795 
Parliamentary  Electors,  2R.  (96)1141 
Passengers'  Bill,  2R.  (98)  1031 
Pauper  Lunatic  Asylum,  (9*)  530 
Pikes,  Seizure  of,  (Ireland),  (98)  1419 
Police,  Metropolitan,  (»«»  238,  1154^ 
Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of,  Address  moved, 

Amend.  (97)  1373,  1381 
Pollett,  Mr.  C  ,  Case  of,  (97)  1020,  1142 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  Amend. 

(97)28,  45,  56;(98)13l2,  1316 
Poor   Law   Administration    Act    Amendment, 

Leave,  (9»)  628 
Poor  Law  Unions  (Ireland).  (95)  1066 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  (98)  219 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland) — (The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause),  Leave,  (97)  349 
Prison  Discipline — The  Separate  System,  C") 

376,  383 
Privilege  —  West    Gloucestershire    Election, 

Comm.  moved  for,  (9*)  1081 ;  Amend.  1354 
Public  Departments,  Address  moved,  (97)  593 
Qualification  of  Members,  2R.  (*«»  4«ll 
Railways,  Rep.  (9»)  998 

Remedies  acrainst  the  Hundred,  2R.  (196)  io96 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  (^»)\i9 
Roman  Catholic  Charities,  Leave,  (9^)213 
Roman  Catholic    Relief,  Leave,  («^)213;   2R, 

832,  851  ;  Cora.  (98)  737 ;  (97)  314  ;  c/.  1,  316 ; 

(99)142,  1298 
Settlement,  Law  of,(9»)211 
"  Shearwater,"  OflBcers  of  H.  M.  Ship,  <•")  1^9 
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Grbt,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G. — continued. 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland) ,  Com. 

(98)1161 

Sligo,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^^'> 

1413 
Sligo  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  CW  i242 
Spiritual  Lords — The  Bishop  of  Hereford,  t*) 

312 
State  Trials  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for,  <**> 

1328 
Stock  in  Trade  Exemption,  3R.  O^i)  195 
Stock  in  Trade,  Rating  of,  C»)  U39 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  ooo)  456 
Supply— Education,  0«>)  259,  260 
Taxation  of  Suitors,  Comm.  moved  for,  <9*)519 
Tenants  at  Will  (Ireland),  Com.  ^»)  985 
Trafalgar  Square,  Riots  in,  W)  312 
Transportation  of  an  Innocent  Man,  ^^^  1436 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for. 

Amend,  (»«»  679,  688,  691 
Waste  Lands  (Ireland),  Leave,  W)  1369  ;  Com, 

(100)893 

Grog  AN,  Mr.  E.,  DMin  City 

Cathedral   and   Collegiate   Churches,   Address 

moved,  (o*)  1083 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Leave,  (*> 

50  ;  Com.  cL  3,  268 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  <"»>  332 
Habeas   Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

000)377 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  CW)  $8 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  <»*>  325 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for  (07)  gi 

GnosvENOR,  Right  Hou.   Lord  R.,  Mid- 
dlesex 
Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen,  Conmi.  moved 

for,  C»>  86 
Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  <98)  88 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  C®*>  1114 
Legacies   to    Charitable    Institutions,    Leave, 

(100)  1223 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  ^*>  1295 

Guinness,  Mr.  R.  S.,  Kinsale 
Chancery   Estates    (Ireland),    Return    moved 
for,  (»)  526 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Bill, 

c.  I^ave  Ciw)696;  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Crawford), 

726,  [0.  q.  A.  271,  N.  8,  M.  263]  743 ;  1R.» 

ib.;  2R.*t6.;  Rep. •  16.;  3R.»  t6. 

I.  IR.  "00)743;   2R,»756;   3R.»  t6. ;   Royal 

Assent,  779 

Haddington,  Earl  of 

Entail,  Law  of  (Scotland),  Com.  Amend.  C»*» 

507 
Marriages  (Scotland),  SR.  Amend.  Cioo>  779^  733 

Halford,  Sir  H.,  Leicestershire,  S, 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  C»oi)  199 
Framework  Knitters,   Comm.   moved  for,  ^^^ 
1103,  1112 

Hall,  Sir  B.,  Marylebone 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  C*)  114 
Adjournment — Ireland,  ^^^  1434 
Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen,  Comm.  moved 
for,  (»)  96 


Hall  Sir  B. — continued. 
Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  («>937 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  C»)  904  ;  3R. 

989 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  ^^  89 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar,  (Ireland),   C») 

1233 
Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  <^  605, 

900 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  W)  701,  716 
Ireland,  State  of,  («)326 
Land    Improvement    (Ireland)    Act,    Alleged 

Abuses  under  the,  ^w)  1074 
Metropolitan  Survey,  (^T)  1203 
National  Land  Company,  C9e)  928,  939  ;    Rep. 

(100)  1075 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  (W879 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of.  Address  moved, 

W>142,  144 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Cioo)  236 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  000)141,  878 
Ryan,  Right  Rev.  Dr.,  C»)932 
Sanitary  Regulations,  (»)  98 1 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  <»oo)  454 

Hamburgh, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hutt),(«»859 

Hamilton,  Lord  C,  Tyrone 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  (*> 

529 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  C«)  1128 
Tenants  at  WiU  (Ireland),  Com.  <»)  976 

Hamilton,  Mr.  G.  A.,  Dublin  University 

Arming  in  Dublin,  ^o*^  452 

Chancery,   Estates  (Ireland),    Return    moved 

for,  (»)  526 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  001)310^ 

364 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  (07>728 
*  Ireland,  State  of,  (100)915 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  <»>69 
Legal  Education,  (*oo)  109 
Limerick,  Riot  at,  ^^^  590 

Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  <»)  814  ^ 

Post  Office  Communication  between  Dublin  and 

London,  W  447 
Tithe    Rent-Charge   Rating  (Ireland),   Leave, 

(W)871 
Trials,  The  (Ireland),  (08)591 

Hampden,    Dr.  —  The  Bishops^  Bemon- 
s  trance, 
L  Question  (Marquess  of  Londonderry),  ^W 

1337 
c.  Question  (Mr.   C.  Lushington),  00)966; — 
Bishop  of  EzeUr's  LetUr  (Mr.  H.  GratUn), 
1355 

Hanmer,  Sir  J.,  Flint 

Bewdley,  Borough,  New  Writ  moved  for.  Amend, 

(M)  175 
Borough  Elections  (No.  2),  2R.  (W  1182;  Com.    . 

1452;  c/.  1,(W)697 
Cheltenham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 

(90)969 
Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  (oo) 

103;  (90)176;  (»oo)241 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (9^ 

1137;  (W)  484,  840 
Sligo,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (••> 

1413 
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Harcoijrt,  Mr.  G,  G.  V.,  Oxfordshire 
Qualification  of  Members,  ^w>  71 

ffarcourt,    Mr, — Qualification  of  Mem" 
hers, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Speaker),  (^70 

Hardwicke,  Earl  of 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  IR.  001)309 
Denunciations  from  the   Altar  (Ireland),  ^•*> 

694 
National  Expenditure,  Returns  moved  for,  ^^^ 

1234 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  t*^  1313 

Harris,   Hon.    Capt.   E.  A.   J.,  Christ- 
church 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  CW  583 
CommerciaL  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  C»)  1044,  1171 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  (*)  919 
Denunciations    firom  the   Altar  (Ireland),  C*^ 

700,  701 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  0«» 

941 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  O0»)508 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

C»)1085 
Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 

W)  907 
Naval  Dockyards,  Comm.  moved  for,  <■*)  822 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  Css)  990, 

1049;  Amend.  1054;  Res.  (»)283 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  W^838;  C^)  1425, 

1432  ;  <>«»  1320 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  cl.  4,  ('•^618 
Parliamentary  Electors,  2R.  Amend.  (»>  1141 
Pikes,  Seizure  of  (Ireland),  («>  1419 
Public  Health,   Com.  c/.  3,  (W)1180;    cl.   50, 

1220 
Seamen,  Supply  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  t*J  1252, 

1253 
Supply— Financial  Statement,  («>  998 
Unlawful  War-making,  C»o»)87 

Harrowby,  Earl  of 

Beer,  Sale  of,  Regulation.  2R.  CW)  600 
Bishops,  Additional,  W)  897 
Charity  Trusts  Regulation,  2R.  (»»)  901 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  ^*) 

995 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  <»>  1389 
Posen,  Duchy  of,  <»>  1054 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  <>«»  383 
Railroad   and   Steam  Packet  Companies,  (*^^ 

785,  1071 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  Com.  (*)893 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Returns  moved  for,  CW  1060 

JIarwich  Election, 

c.  New  Writ  moved  for  (Mr.  Bagge),  (•'^695  ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  698  ;  New  Writ  moved  for, 
(Mr.  Foley),  t6.  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Blackstone), 
599 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  617 ;  Minutes  of 
Evidence  to  be  laid  before  the  Ilouse,  ib. ; 
New  Writ  moved  for  (Mr.  F.  Mackeniie), 
898;  Amend.  (Mr.  Blackstone),  [o.  7.  A. 
195,  N.  64,  M.  131]  907,  2nd  Division,  [A. 
164,  N.  73,  M.  991]  11 


Hastie,  Mr.  A.,  Paisley 

Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  ^»)  817 

Commercial  Distress — The   Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  t»)  1160 
Sugar  Duties,  C»)  1456 

Hawes,  Mr.  B.,  Kinsale 
Canada,  Emigration  to,  W)  937,  1202 
Ceylon,  twi)  766 

Colonial  Government,  ^>«*>  845,  860 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee, 

Explanation,  CW)  809, 1068  {Appendix,  1471), 

1178,  1197,  1204,  1209,  1214 
Colonisation,  OW)  308 
Demerara,  Oou  797 
Ionian  Islands,  C«>  1260 
Hudson's  Bay  Company — Vancouver's  Island, 

<ioo)  470 

Jamaica,  CW)  1065, 1414 

Juvenile  Population,  (W)  464,  465,  466 

Kinsale  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^1100 

Malta — Itepresentative  Government,  ^^^  760 

Mauritius,  The.  l«)  1064  ;  (WU497 

Nova  Scotia,  CW)  927 

Rum,  Differential  Duties  on,  <*>>  1002 

Sugar  Duties,  W  1024,  1101, 1136,  1143,  1157, 

1160,  1225,1228,  1367 
Sugar  Duties,  Com.  Res.  («»>  66,  70,  297 
Supply— Labuan,  Ooi)  31 1 
Tobago  Belief,  Comm.  Res.  CW)  550,  555 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for, 

(»«»  690,  692 
Vancouver's  Island,  Uoi)  264,  276,  280, 299 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  C^  260 
West  India  Colonies  and  Mauritius,  2R.  Ciou 

685 
West  Indies,  The,  ^W  763 ;  Distress  in  the,  <»> 

772,  775,  776 

Hay,  Lord  J.,  Windsor 

Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  (*»314,521 

Hayter,  Right  Hon.  W.  G.,  Wells 

Election  Recognisances,  2B.  W)  1089 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  Com.  cl.  2,  (m>  833 
National  Land  Scheme,  Rep.  ^*«»  1074 

Headlam,   Mr.   T.   £.,    Newcastle-upon-' 
Tyne 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  <*>  455 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  W)  467 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  Com.  c/.  2.  Amend.  <**> 
699  ;  3R.  Amend.  1415 

Health  of  Towns, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Baines),  <*>  265  ;— «ee  PubUe 
Health  Bill 

Heathcote,  Sir  W.,  Hampshire,  N, 

Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  C»W  616 
Highways,  Com.  Ci«»  573 

Heathcote,  Mr.  6.  J.,  Eutlandshire 

Highways,  Com.  (»w)571 

Henley,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Audit  of  RaUway  Accounts,  2R.  CW)  1147 
Ballot,  The,  (»«»  1257 

Borough    Elections   (No.   2),    2R.   C«)  1193; 
Com.  1447;  el  1,C»)  711,713 
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Hbnlbt,  Mr.  J. — conHnusd, 
Cathedral    and  Collegiate   Churches,   Address 

moved,  (WM 107 
Commercial  Distress — The   Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,(»Ul3 
Commercial    Policy,   Returns  moved   for,  ^^^ 

1303 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  443 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2a.  ^^^^^  6Q7 ;  Com. 

Amend.  721 
Corrupt   Practices  at  Elections,   Com.  cl.  2, 

Amend.  000)922,  1155,  1167 ;  ^01)72,  80 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Proviso,  ^*> 

424 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

3R.  Cioi)625 
Exchequer  BUls,  Com.  <»oi)  643 
Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  W) 

901 
Highways,  Com.  Amend.  ^00)572 
Horsham,  Borough  of.    Postponement  of  2R. 

W>827 
Horsham,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved,  ^*^ 

840 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  W)  487 
.    Incumberpd  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  C"»)  594 
Indian  Mail,  Conveyance  of  the,  ^^^  1063 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  CWefiQ,  677 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^  1046 ; 

Res.  C»)  226 
.    Navy  Estimates,  «»)  1006 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  Amend. 

O«»)801;  Com.  c/.  1,  1149 
Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools,.  Com.  O**^ 

1221 
Public  Health,   2R.   CW  1024  ;    Com.  Css)  722, 

875;   d.   19,  1212;   cl.  29,  1217;   d.  31, 

1218  ;  cl  60,  1244  ;  cl.  63.  i^;  c/.  80,  1248, 

1260;  Lords' Amends  000)1177 

Railways,  Com.  cl.  7,  ^•*>699,  603  ;  Rep.  1001 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  CW764;    cl,  1, 

Amend.  W)  317,318 
Savings  Banks,  Com.  OODcei 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

C«)1167 
Spirits,  Dealers  in.  Com.  c/.  25,  O0i)690 
SugarDuties,  (W)ii63 
Supply— Education,  001)  260;— Polish  Refugees, 

437 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  tLe,  C)  757 

Henry,  Mr.  A.,  Lancashire,  S, 
Parkhurst  Prison- Supply,  W  U34 

Herbert,  Right  Hon.  S.,  Wiltshire,  S, 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  C*^ 

1086 
National  Representation,  ooo)  213 

Herbert,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  C**)  401 

Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  Ooo)  954 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Leave,  C»)685 

Savings  Banks,  2R.  001)587  ;  Com.  666 

Tenants  at  Will  (Ireland),  Com.  <»>  984 

«•  No  House,"  The,  ^^^  692 

Ordnance  Estimates,  OOO)  1068 

Stamford  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  tw)  954 

Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Coram.  <»»)  1063 

Sugar  Duties,  3R.  aeUi.  cl.  Ooi)  382,  384 

Tobago,  Relief,  Cpmm.  Res.  t««)548 

West  Indies,  Distress  in  the  ,  »> 760 ,768,  764 


Heywood,  Mr.  J.,   Lancashire,  N. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^^  64 
Cathedral   and   Collegiate   Churches,   Address 

moved,  C«)  1105 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  (06)  1118 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  C»W)  ©42 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  C»)  116,  163 

Herries,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  C,  Stamford 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  ^*^>  143 
Adjournment,  (»>  1430 
Army  Estimates,  C«)  1022 
Bank  Charter,  Res.  WJ  803,  864 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  (M)  1433,  1425 
Business  of  the  Session,  (^00)515 
Commercial  Distress — The   Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  t»>618,  1032,  1044,  1158,  1430  ; 

C»oi)  388,  402,  431 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  W)  288 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  C»*^990  ; 

Res.  CW)9,  31,  631,  792  ;  001)57 
Navy  Estimates,  (>»  999,  1004 

Highway  Rates  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  000)902;   2R.»  1041;    Bap.*  1113; 

3R.»  1143 
I  1  R.»  OOO)  1 1 26  ;  2R.»  (»oi)  1 .  Rep.t  g^ .  3^  • 

100  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Highways  Bill, 
0.  IR.»  W  170 ;  2R,»  602  ;  Rep.»  (wo)481 ; 
Com.  671,  [A.  88,  N.  34,  M.  54]  673 

HiLDYARD,  Mr.  R.  C,  Whitehaven 

Borough  Elections,  2R.  C«)  1188 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Ooo)  115^ 

Election  Recognisances,  2R.  W)  624 

Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  CW)318 

Navy  Estimates.  <«•>  1010 

Sugar  Duties,  (»)  1315 

Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  <«>  562 

Hill,  Lord  A.  M.  C,  Evesham 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Her  Majes- 
ty's Answer,  C»)  227 

HiXDLEY,  Mr.  C,  Ashton-under-Lyne 
Adjournment — Commercial  Distress,  v»)  1 426 
Bank  of  England,  Returns  moved  for,  <•*>  210 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  CW  690 
Paris,  Insurrection  in,  ^^^  1334 
Prussia,  Alleged  Treaty  with,  ^^  639 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  Ooo)  455 

HoBiiousE,  Sir  J.  C,  Harwich 
Claridge,  Sir  J.  T.,  Case  of,  Addresa  moved, 

000)814 
India,  Foreign  Trade  with,  CW)  705,  706 
Navigation  Laws,  Conmi.  Res.  (^^  633 
Sattara,  Rajah  of,  The  late,  Comm.  moved  for, 

W)  1395  ;  Ooi)  736,  742,  746 
Turton,  SirT.,  W  171 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Lincoln 
Borough  Elections,  Com.  CW)  1443 
Corrupt  Practices  at   Elections,  Com.  d.  15, 
Amend.  Ooo)  1155  .  3R.  Amend.  001)307 

Hodges,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Kent,  E. 
Public  Health,  Leave,  CW  422 
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Hodgson,  Mr.  W.  N.,  Carlisle 
Cofevtipt  Practioes  at  Elections,  Com.  (i^o)  1156 

Hogg,  Sir  J.  W.,  Honiton 
OTans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved   fer, 

0«»  423,  433 
Sattara,  Rajah  of;  ^•*)263,  268  ;  Comm.  moYcd 

for,  C97)  1406 

Holland,  Lord 
Aliens,  Removal  of;  Com.  Protest,  (86)397 

Hood,  Sir  A.,  Somersetshire,  W, 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  (")  285 

Bop  D%Uy — Excise  Laws, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Frewen),  (*>  268 

Hope,  Mr.  J.  A.  B.,  Maidstone 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for, 

W  1364 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  C«)  580 

HoRNBT,  Mr.  J.,  Blackburn 
Jews  Disabilities,  Com.  W)  1237 

Borsham,  Borough  of, 
C.  New  Writ  moved  (Earl  of  March),  W)  1186  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  1137;  Amend,  with- 
drawn, 1142;  New  Writ  moved  (Mr.  A.  Staf- 
ford), («>  480;  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Hanmer),  484; 
New  Writ  moved  (Mr.  Goring),  836,  [A.  73, 
N.  167,  M.  94]  842  ;  W  340,  [A.  117,  N.  231, 
M.  114]  344,  1001,  [A.  54,  N.  50,  M.  4]  ib, 

Borsham,  Borough  of.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  (•8>485;  IR.*  i6.;  Postponement  of 
2R.,  826,  [A.  56,  N.  37,  M.  19]  829;  2R. 
Ooo)  150  ;  Order  for  2R.  discharged,  473 

H0B8HAN,  Mr.  E.,  Cockermouth 
Army  Estimates,  <»>  1022 
Cathedral  and   Collegiate   Churches,   Address 

moved,  <»>  1065,  1096,  1107 
Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  <*>  14 
Church  Property,  Address  moved,  O«0  1075 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  (»)  321 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  ^W  128  ; 

Com.  166;  cl.  3,  240,  348  ;  3R.  400,  463 
Ecclesiastical   Commissioners,    Res.    (*^>  1083, 

1099,1101,1118,1121 
Episcopal  Revenues,  C»W  1260,  1297 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  Amend.  W) 

162,  194,  197  ;  Report,  ^73 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  (»7)  746 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  <»>  486,  495 
Juvenile  Population,  <•)  459 
"  No  House,"  The,  <»)  593 
Property  Tax,  Com.  W)  1045,  1047,  lt)48 
Public  Health,  Leave,  W  406 

HoTHAM,  Lord,  Yorkshire,  E,  B, 

Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^>  1129 

Howard,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Carlisle 
Ballot,  The,  oos)  1243 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  ('*^  1156 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  ^W  231 

236 
Denmark  and  Pratsia,  ^^  1414 
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Howard,  Mr.  P.  H.-^«imftiiu«(2. 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  <»o»)  499 
Italy,  Aflairs  of,  000)1172 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  c/.  1, 
000)1149 

Public  Health,   Com.  cl.  3,  <»)  1180 ;   Lords' 

Amends.  Smoke  Clause,  O^'O)  1179 
Supply— Foreign  Office,  <»«»)  182 
Vancouver's  Island,  ooi)  298 

Hudson^  Mr.  G.,  Sunderland 

Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  C»)  841 

Borough  Elections  (No.  2),  2R.  <«>  1190,  Com. 

cl.  1,  (»>704 
Business  of  the  Session,  Ooi)  721  • 

China,   Commercial    Relations    with.    Papers 

moved  for,  (W443,  449,  452 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  Ooo)  507 ; 

Com.  919;  Ooi)65 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  C^  357 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Res.  t*>  124 
Game   Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Leave, 

<«) 1305 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 

CW)  837 
Horsham,   Borough  of,  Postponement  of  2R. 

(W)  827 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  ^^60\ 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  Com.  d,  2,  CW)600; 

Amend.  830 
Navigation  Laws,  CW)  1210  ;  Conmi.  moved  for, 

(W)991,  1043,  1053  ;  Res.  (W)273 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  d,  1, 

000)1144,  1160 
Private  Business,  Conun.  moved  for,  (*^  226 
Public  Health,  Com.  d.  1,  CW)798,  875  ;  d.  3, 

1178  ;  d.  29,  1217  ;  d.  50,  1219 
Public  Works  (IreUnd),  (No.  2),  Com.  d.  1, 

(100)776 

Railway  Commissioners,  CW)  1070,  1071 
Railways,  Leave,  C»)  243  ;   Com.  d.  7,  599, 

002 
Sugar  Duties,  <»)  1316 
Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  C»8)555 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  C»>  758 

Budson*s    Bay   Company —  Vaneout&r's 
Island, 
I.   Papers   moved  for,  (Lord  Monteagle),  0«i) 

465 
c.  Question  (Earl  of  Lincoln),  (*»>  469,  510  ; 
Observations  (Mr.  Christy),  ooi)  263  ;  Ad- 
dross  moved  (Mr.  Hume),  296,  [0.  q.  A.  76, 
N.  58,  M.  18]  305 ;  Question  (Mr.  Hume), 
315 

Hume,  Mr.  J.,  Montrose,  Ac, 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  C«»> 

189,  195 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  C«)  58I  ;  Com.  d.  1, 

Amend.  707  ;  3R.  854 
Army  Estimates,  Amend.  (»^1160,  1187 
Bakers,     Master     and    Journeymen,     Comm. 

moved  for,  CW)95 
Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  C«)  849      • 
Beer,  Sale  of,  BR.  d.  4.  Amend.  (»«» 1097 
Bewdley,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^^ 

847;  (»>177 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (SeotUind), 

2R.  000)1168 
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Hume,  Mr.  J. — continued. 
Borough   Elections    (No.   2),    2R.    (WllOl; 

Com.  1447 
Budget,   The  —  Financial   Statement,  tW926, 

993,999,  1414;  <w»)556 
Bulwer,   Sir  H.,  Expulsion  from  Madrid,  C^ 

418 
Business  of  the  House,  C»)  250 
Business  of  the  Session,  0«»  523  ;  ooi)  718 
Cathedrals  and  Collegiate  Churches,   Address 

moved,  (98)1093,1103 
Ceylon,  Oo»)  756 
Chartist     Demonstrations,    CW  1355  ;   <«8)  15  ; 

The  Petition,  Report,  293 
Colonial  Government,  ooo)  373 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  C*»)  970 ;  Nomination  of  Members, 

Amend.  1030,  1151  ;  001)430 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  (»)881  ;  3R. 

989 
Crown  and   Government  Security,  Leave,  ^^^ 

87,  39  ;  2R.  92,  99,  101,  105,  128  ;  Com. 

166.  166,  233  ;  cl.  3,  255,  258,  348,381  ;  cl. 

4,  Amend,   385 ;    Proviso,   424,    430  ;   3R. 

Amend.  453 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  W>  570 
Demerara,  Cioi)  797^  793 
Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  <•*> 

403  ;  C»)  173,  728,  1080,  ooo)  24I 
Derby,  The — Adjournment,  Amend.  CW1263 
Dillon,    Capt.,  Case  of,    Comm.    moved,  <*'^) 

916 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  (•*>1103 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Res.  C99)123 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  <»oi)  363 
Ejected  Tenants  (Ireland),  W)  1148 
Elective  Franchise  (Ireland),  Leave,  (*>  589 
Episcopal  Revenues,  W)  1296 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  Amend,  ooi)  634 
Exchequer,  Payment  of  the  Revenue  into  the. 

Res.  <w)i32 
Excise  Laws,  (»>  21 7 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

<9«)  1071 
Foreign  Policy,  (»>  290  ;  («8M131 
Framework  Knitters,   Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^ 

1105 
France,  Revolution  in,  (•*>  1389 
Habeas   Corpus   Suspension   (Ireland),   Leave, 

(100)  734 

Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^^^ 

600,616,899,909,911 
Horsham,  Borough  of.   New  Writ  moved  for, 

W)  1136  ;  C«*>  480,  838  ;  W  340 
Income  and  Expenditure,  (*^  1334 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  (»')197,  235, 

237  :  Amend.  240,  363,  460 ;  Report,  770 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  ^^  762 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  3R.  add,  cl.  0«» 

277 
Ionian  Islands,  <«>  1262 
Ireland,  State  of,  W  31 7 
Lords,   House  of.  Abolition  of  the,  W)  1055, 

1056,  1057 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Scotland),  2R.  <W)  848 
Magistrates,  Law  relating  to,  C*>  6 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  W)  057 
Ministers*  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  C»8)320 
Minto,  Earl  of.  Mission  of,  ^'7)  1143,  1144 
National  Defences,  The,  C»)  2 
National    Representation,   (W)879,   907,    916, 

955,  956  ;  0«>)  222,  225 
Native  Industry,  <»J  813 


Hume,  Mr.  J. — continued. 


Naval  Dockyards,  Comm.  moved  for,  (*)823 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,"C»)  1022, 

1029;  Res.  C»)  603 
Navy    Estimates,    C96)  looi  ;    W)   789,    791  ; 

Amend.  792,  802,  842  ;  W)  1427 ;  doo)  1282 ; 

C»o»)89,  90,  92 
New  Zealand  Government,    Leave,   '^•*^  10l9, 

1022;  (W)362 
"  No  House,"  The,  CW)  591 
Nova  Scotia,  CW)  802 
Outgoing   Tenants  (Ireland),  Leave,  CW)  312 ; 

2R.  872 
Ovans,   Colonel,   Case  of,   Comm.  moved  fol*, 

(100)427,  431, '433 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  CW  549,  56O,  565, 

566,  571  ;  Comm.  moved  for,  W)  148       * 
Parliamentary  Reform,  CM)  1235,  1307 
Passengers'  Bill,  2R.  (W  1024 
Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of,  Address  moved, 

wn  1380 
Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  <»w)531 
Poor  I^w  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  C9^  40 
Portugal,  C»)  860  ;— The  Protocol  of  1847,  <*> 

659 
Private  Business,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^)  224 
Privilege  —  West    Gloucestershire    Election, 

Comm.  moved  for,  C»)  1075 
Property  Tax,  Com.  Amend.  W)  1020 
Public  Departments,  Address  moved,  ^^  592, 

593,  594 
Public  Health,  Leave,  C»6)409  ;  Com.  cL  3,  C») 

1178,  1181  ;  d.  19,  1212;  c/.  29,  1217;  Rep. 

(W)  691 
Public  Works  (Ireland),   Returns  moved  for, 

C97)  1301 
Railway  Commissioners,  W)  1075 
Railways,  Rep.  add.  cl.  ^^^  1002 
Retrenchment,  Public,  C«8)  1420 
Roman  Catholic  Charities,  Leave,  (•*)214 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Leave,  (»>  214;  2R. 

848 
Sattara,  Rajah  of,  (•*>  252,  253  ;  Comm*  moved 

for.  Amend.  Adj.  W)  1406  ;  ("O  744 
Savings  Banks,  2R.  (»00  587 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^  1408 
Shipwrecks  and  Collisions  of  Merchant  Vessels, 

Comm.  moved  for,  t***  668 
Shipwrecks  on  the  Shetland  Islands,  (»>  1036 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

(»)  497 
Slave   Trade,    The,    Comm.    moved  for,    <*> 

1111  :  Address  moved,  W)  979,  10 10 
Sligo,  Boroygh  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^*) 

1412,  1415 
Spirits,  British  aild  Foreign,  ^)  697 
Spirits,  Dealers  in.   Com.  cl,  25,  Amend.  ^*®*^ 

588,  589 
Stamford  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^W  964 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.   moved 

for,  ^M)  76 
Sugar  Duties,  (»)873  ;  Comm.  Res.  <»«>)  310 
Sugar  Duties,  3R.  add.  cl.  CW»)  384 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  C»oo)  455 
Supply,  W  269,  270  ;— Kafir  War,  <W  1376  ;-^ 

Metropolitan  Survey,  W)  1015  ; — Isle  of  Man, 
Amend.  O®"  136;  — Foreign  Office,  182  ;  — 
Labuan,   Amend.  311  ;  —  Polish   Refugees, 
438  ;— The  Regium  Donum,  454 
Taxation,  OM)  1192 
Tobago  Relief,  Comm.   Res.  ^08)540;  Amend. 

542,  547,  555,  557 
Unlawful  War-making,  (»o»)87 
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IIuMB,  Mr.  J. — continued. 
Vancouver's   Island,   Ooi)  293,   293  ;    Address 

moved,  296,  315 
Ways  and  Means— Three  Per  Cents,  O0i)567, 

668 
West  India  Colonies  and  Mauritius,  2R.  t»w)  585 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  C»)  753 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  ^W  1268 

HuMPHERY,  Mr.  Aldci-man  J.,  Southwark 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  W)  579 

IIuTT,  Mr.  W.,  Gateshead 

Colonial  Government,  t»oo)  857,  871 
Hamburg,,  C»5)  859 

New  Zealand  Government,  Com,  cl.  4,  tw)  622 
Public  Health.  Com.  cl.  50,  CW)  122O 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^w>  1091, 
1131  ;  Address  moved,  W>  909  | 

Slave  Trade  Committee,  CW)  1167 

Hj/pothecation  of  Goods  (India), 
/.  Papers  moved   for  (Earl  of  Ellenborough), 
(M)  366 

Ilchester,  Earl  of ' 
Diocesan  Schools,  ^^>  155 

Imprisonment  for  Debt  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  W)  313;  2R.*  457  ;  Rep.»  C«)826  ;  (") 

809  ;3R*  1000 
I.    1R.»  CW)1049;  2R.»  1403;  Rep.»  0«>)  1  ; 
3R.*  229  ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Income  and  Expenditure, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Uume),  1334,  [A.  59,  N.  157, 
M.  98]  C»>  1373  ! 

Income  Tax —  Ways  and  Means, 
c.  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilorsman).  C»^162,  [0.  q.  A. 
816,  N.  141,  M.  175]  228,  235;  Res.  237; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  240,  363,  460,  [0.7.  A. 
363,  N.  138,  M.  225]  632  ;  Report,  770  ;— 
see  Property  Tax  Bill 

Income  Tax  (Ireland)^  Ways  and  Means, 
c.  Motion  (Sir  B.  Hall),  W>  7OI,  [A.  138,  N. 
218,  M.  80]  765 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  3.  Osborne),  ^*>  4 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I,  IR .•  («)632  ;  2R.  1249 ;  Com.  C«)  758  ;  3R, 

832 
c.  1R.«C9«>834;  2R.  1196;  Rep.*  <»«»  170; 
Com.  ooo)  s7;  Instruction  (Sir  L.  O'Brien), 
ib.  ;  Adj.  Debate,  385  ;  Motion  withdrawn. 
403  ;  c/.  2,  473  ;  cl.  7,  477,  [A.  64,  N.  8,  M. 
56]  t6.  ;  cl.  34,  Amend  (Sir  J.  Graham),  ib.  ; 
cl.  63,  479,  [A.  165,  N.  30,  M.  135]  ib. ;  Rep. 
583  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  ib  ,  [0.  a.  A.  197, 
N.  52,  M.  145]  603  ;  3R.  767 ;  add.  cl.  (Mr, 
Monsell)  ih.,  [A.  55,  N.  114,  M.  59]  773 
/.  Commons'  Amends.  ^^^^  1019  ;  Amend. 
(Lord  Stanley),  1020,  [o.  q.  Contents  28,  Not- 
Contcnts  10,  M.  18]  1040  ;  Royal  Assent, 
(101)  101 

Indemnity  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (W)283  ;  2R.*  402  ;  Rep.*  508;  3R.* 

538 
/.   1R.*<»^601;  2R.»671;  Rep.*  744 ;  3R.* 
804;  Royal  Assent,  C»)  663 


Independence  of  Parliament  (No,  2)  Billp 
I.  IR.*  000)150;  2R.   464;    BiU  wtthdrawn, 
465 

India, 
Ceylon,  I.  Petition  (Lord  Beaumont),  (W 1254 ; 

Question  (Lord  Beaumont),  (WU727 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  001)756 
Defalcation  in  the  Supreme  Court,  Calcutta, 

I.  Observations  (Earl  of  Ellenborough),  <*) 

834 
Foreign  Trade  with,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Ricardo), 

(98)706 
Hypothecation  of  Oood8,l.  Papers  moved  for 

(Earl  of  EUenborough),  C»)  366 
Insolvent  Debtors,  see  Insolvent  Debtors  (In- 

dia)BiU, 
Mails,  Conveyance  of  the,  c.  Question  (Mr. 

Henley),  (M)  i063 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  c.  Comm.  moved  for 

(Mr.  G.  Thompson),  000)403,  [A.  8,  N.  77, 

M.  69]  447 
Railways,  c.  Question  (Viscount  Jocelyn),  <*> 

926 
Sattara,  Rajah  of,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume), 

(»>  252  ;   (Mr.  G.  Thompson),  699  ;   Comm. 

moved  for   (Mr.   G.   Thompson),  W)1391; 

Amend.  Adj.   (Mr.    Hume),    1406 ;    Motion 

(Mr.  G.  Thompson),  ("1)728;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 749 
Turton,  Sir  T.,  e.  Question  (Viscount  Jooelyn), 

(W)  170 

Ingestre,  Viscount,  Staffordshire^  8, 
Bakers,     Master    and    Journeymen,    Comm. 

moved  for,  («>  96 
Defence  of  the  Country,  <»«  1231 
Napier,  Rear  Adm.,  his  Portuguese  Pensioif, 

(«>  149 
Naval  Dockyards,  Comm.  moved  for,  t*'  821 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  (•>  308 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  W)818  ;  OOO)  1319 
Public  Health,  Com.  cl.  1,  ^«)802 

Incjlis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Oxford  University 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (*)  113 
Battersea  Park,  <•*)  697 
Budget,    The— Financial    Statement,  tW  972^ 

1447 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  firom  Bladrid,  (*"> 

400 
Business  of  the  Session,  000)521 
Cathedral  and   Collegiate   Churches,   Address 

moved,  (»>  1083,  1105 
Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  ^>9  ;  The  Peti- 
tion, Report,  288 
Church  Property,  Address  moved,  <**>  1088 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  C^dO 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of,  Leave,  W^  566 
Derby,   Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  CW) 

410;  (»)1085;  0W)197 
Derby  Sweeps,  The,  t»)  1290 ;  (»0755 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome,  2R.  0«)211  ; 

Com.  Amend.  Adj.  496,  502  ;  add.  cL  512 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  ^)  1105 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Res.  <Wil9 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  ^^  626,  1088 
Episcopal  Revenues,  W)  1275 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for» 

(••)1085 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  mpved  for,  <^> 
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Inoub,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  R. — etmtinued, 
,    Income  Tax — ^Ways   and  Means,  Report,  ^^^ 

111 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for. 

Amend.  CM)  1249.  1400 
Jews  Disabilities,  Com.  (^  1220,  1239;  Amend. 

1248;  3R.  C«)653 
Lords,  House  of.  Abolition  of  the,  (*^  1055, 

1056,  1057,  1061 
Man,  Isle  of.  Commission  moved  for,  (*^  126 
Metropolitan  Improvements,  (8e>931 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  cl.  4,  C^)  622 
North  West  Expedition,  W)  630,  632 
Oaths  of  Members,  C»)  335,  336 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

C»>  1382, 1335,  1401  ;  ^*>  567  ;  CW)  138,  150, 

152 
Private  Business,  Comm.  moved  for,  CM)  1420 
Privilege  —  West    Gloucestershire     Election, 

Conmi.  moved  for,  CM)  1075 
Property  Tax,  Com.  CW)  i025 
Public  Health,  Com.  CM)  876 
Roman  Catholic  Charities  Leave,  CM)  213 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Leave,  CM)  213  ;   2R. 

Amend.  810;   CM)  705,  716;   C»r)314;  cl.  1, 

Amend.  315,  318, 323,  326  ;  CW)  159  ;  1305 
Rome,  Diplomatio  Relations  with,  CM)  925 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  The  Late,  Res.  CW)  e02 
SUve  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  CM)  1107, 

1108 
Sligo  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  CM)  1239, 

1241 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  CM)  q 
Stamford  Election,  C^mm.  moved  for,  CM)  qqq 
Stock  in  Trade  Exemption,  3R.  Cioi)i90 
'   Stock  in  Trade,  Rating  o^  CM)  1433 
Sugar  Duties,  CW)  1317,  1341 
Supply— Public  Buildings,  cwi)  100 ;— Salaries 

of  Professors  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  305 
Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  CM)  545 
Vernon,  Mr.,  his  Gia  to  the  Nation,  CM)  126I  ; 

Cioi)  755 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  CW)  74O 

Insolvent  Debtors  Court  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  Cioo)902;  2R.»  1041;    Rep.»  1143; 

3R.»  1163 
/.  IR.*  Cioo)  1159  :  2R.»  doi)  188  ;  Rep.»  235  ; 

3R.*  307  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Insolvent  Debtors  (India)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  CW)3iO;    2R.»  1019;  Rep.»  CM) 538; 

3R.»  704 
/.  1R.»  CM)  744;  2R.»  1066;  Rep.»  1170;  3R.» 
1199;  Royal  Assent,  CM)  563 

Ionian  Islands, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  CM)  1262 

Ireland, 
Agricultwre,  I.  Returns,  C»oi)  726 
Appeals  on  Civil  Bills,  see  Appeals  on  Civil 

Bills  (Dublin)  Bill 
Arming  and  Training  in  DubUn,  I.  Question 

(Lord  Beaumont),  CM)  44c 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton),  CM)  452 
Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  see  Attorneys,  and 

Soliettors  (Irela^id)  Bill 
Banking,  c.  Question  ^Col.  MureV  CM)  267 
Cashel,  Roman  CcUholte  Clergy  of,  and  Captain 

Morris,  c.  Correspondence  moved  for  (The 

O'Gorman  Mahon)  CM)  214 
Castlebar,    Workhouse  of,   c.    Question    (Mr. 

Bourke),CM)i413 
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Cess,  Collectors  of,  see  Cess,  CoUectors  of  (Ire- 
land), BiU 
Cess,  County,  see  Cess,  County  (IreUmd),  Bill 
Chancery  JbstaUs,  c  Return  moved  for  {Mr, 

B.  Osborne),  C«)  525 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  527 
Church  Pluralities,  I.  Question  (Earl  of  St. 

Germans),  CW  1344 
Clerks  of  the  Peace,  see  Clerks  of  the  Peace 

{Dublin)  Bill 
Clubs,  I.  Observations  (Lord  Brouf^uun),  C^> 

304 
Constabulary  Force,  see  Constabulary  Force 

(Ireland)  Bill 
Com  Markets,  see  Com  Markets  (Irelohd)  Bill 
County  Cess,  see  Cess,  County  (A^kmd)  BiU 
Crime  and  Outrage,  L  Returns  moved  for  (Earl 

of  Ellenborough),  CM)  337  ;_8ee  Crime  irnd 

Outrage  {Ireland)  Bill 
Crime  in  Ireland,  I,  Petitions  (Lord  Famham), 

CM)  856 
Crime,  Suppression  of,  I.  Question  (Lord  Bomi- 

mont),  CW1129 
Debt,  Imprisonment  for,  see  Debt,  Impriaon^ 

mentfor  {Ireland)  BiU 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar,  I.  Question  (Lord 

Farnham),  CM)675 
c.  Question  (Hon.  Captain  Harris),  <W)700; 

(Sir  B.  Hall),  1233 
Distress —Supply,  c.  000  461 
Drainage  Worn,  I.  Question  (Lord  Famhaib), 

796 
Dublin  Police,  see  Dublin  Police  BiU 
Ecclesiastical   Patronage,    see    Ecclesiastieal 

Patronage  Suits  Compromise  (IreUmd)  BiH 
Ecdesiaettcal  Uhions,  see  Ecclesiastical  Unions 

and  Division  of  Parishes  (Ireland)  BiU 
Education,  c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  G.  A.  Ham- 
ilton), Cioi)3ie,  [0.    ry.    A.   118,  N.  15,  M. 

103]  365 
Ejection  of  Tenants,  e.  Observations  (Mr.  P. 

Scrope),  C>7)  856,  858  ;   Address  moved  (Mr. 

P.  Scrope),  1006  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1014 ; 

Observations  (Sir  G.  Grey),  1061  ;   Motion 

(Mr.  P.  Scrope),  1144  ;    Motion  withdrawn, 

1149 
Election  and  Polling  Places,  see  Eleeiian  emi 

Polling  Places  (Ireland)  Bill 
Elective  Franchise;  see   Eleetiye   Franchiae 

{Ireland)  BiU 
Encumbered  Estates,  c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Os- 
borne), 4  ; — see  Inemnbered  Estates  (Lrekmd) 

BiU 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor,,  see  Evicted  Destitute 

Poor  {Ireland)  BiU 
Exemption  of  SmaU  Tenements  from  Bating, 

see  Exemption  of  SmaU  Tenements  from 

Rating  {Ireland)  BiU 
Farmers*  Estates  Society,  see  Farmers*  Eetatee 

Society  {Ireland)  Bill 
Fever,  see  Fever  {Ireland)  BiU 
Fisheries,  c.  Question  (Col.  ConoUy),  <»>  1284 ; 

— see  Fisheries  {Ireland)  BiU 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension,  see  HcAeas  Corpus 

Suspension  (Ireland)  BiU 
Imprisonmnent  for  Debt,  see  ImprisoniSMnt  fer 

Debt  {Ireland)  Bill 
Income  Tax —  Ways  and  Means,  c.  Motion  (Sir 

B.  llaU),  C»n  701,  [A.  138,.  N.  218,  M.  80] 

765 
Incumbered  Estates,  see  Incumbered  Estates 

(Ireland)  BUI 
Juries,  see  Trials  for  Sedition  {JMand) 
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JuneniU  0fend6r$,  tea  JuvMile  Ofenders 
(Ireland)  Bill 

ESmale  EuctUm  e.  Comm.  mored  for  (Rt.  Hon. 
H.  Goolbum)^  W)  1M7 

Labouehere,  Right  H<m,  B,,  LetUrt  to  th^  Irish 
MxffiHraey,  L  Obserrations  (Marquess  of 
Lansdowne),  C»oo)  1208 

Lahowring  Poor,  see  Labouring  Poor  (Ireland), 
Bill 

Land  Improvement  Act,  Alleged  Abuses  under 
the,  e.  Question  (Sir  B.  Hall).  1074 

Idxnded  Property ^  see  Landed  Property  (Ire- 
land) Bill 

Landlord  and  Tenant^  see  Landlord  and  Ten- 
ant (^Ireland)  Bill 

Limertek,  Biot  at,  c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A. 
UamUton)CW590 

Loan,  Expenditure  of,  e.  Return  moved  for 
(Major  BlackaU),  C96)  477  ^  Motion  with- 
drawn, 478 

Loam  and  Grants  to^  e,  Questioa  (Sir  H.  Wil- 
loughby),  C«>  1333 

Meaxwres  for,  c.  Observations  (Mr.  J.  O'Con- 
nell),  (WS70 

Miniea,  Lesises  of,  see  Mines,  Leases  of  (Ire- 
kwd}BiU 

Mimisters*  Money,  L  Petition  (Lord  Campbell). 
(M)  855 

c.  Question  (Mr.  J.  O'Brien),  (»)1233,  Res. 
(Mr.  Fagan),  W  301,  [A.  73,  N.  149.  M. 
76]  326 

MiUiul,  John,  Trial  of,  e.  Question  (Mr. 
Keogh),<»)  2  ;  Observations  (Sir  J.  Graham), 
4  ;  Question  (Mr.  E.  B.  Roche).  86  ;  (Sir  W. 
Vemer),  471  ;  —  Officers  of  Her  A£ajesty*s 
Ship  **  Sheofwaier,*'  Observations  (Right 
Hob.  Sir  G.  Grey),  I28d  ;— Treatment  of. 
Question  (Mr   Robinson),  do^)  528 

Mortality,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Sadlier),  CW)  1355 

Municipal  Corporations,  see  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations  (Ireland)  Bill 

Murders,  I.  Petition  (Lord  Famham),  <•*>  478 

**  f>fation**  Newspaper,  The,  c.  Question  (Mr. 
B.  Cochrane),  W^  1256 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  S.  Arrest  of  c.  C»«»  1214 

Offiisers  of  Courts  of  Justice,  see  Officers  of 
Cowrts  of  Justice  (Ireland)  Bill 

Outgoings  Tenants,  see  Outgoing  Tenants 
(Ireland J  Bill 

Parliament  of  Ireland,  e.  Question  (Sir  G. 
Grey),  <•*)  752  ;  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr. 
F.  O'Connor),  753  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr. 
Fagan),  701  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  796,  [A. 
23.  N.  225,  M.  232]  797  i—^o^  R^^  of  ike 
Union  (Ireland) 

Pike^'-PoUee  AgenUi Dublin),  Question  (Mr. 
J.  O'Connell),  ^W3,234  v—Seizureof,  Ques- 
tion (Hon.  Capt.  Harris),  1419 

Poor,  Employment  of  the,  c.  Motion  (BIr.  P. 
Scrope),  (101)520 ;  Motion  neg.,  540 

Poor  nouses,  see  Poor  Houses  (Ireland)  Bill 

Poor  Law,  I.  Returns  (Marquees  of  Lans- 
downe), CM)  1406;  (Earl  Lucao),  ^^456; 
Comm.  moved  for  (Earl  of  Lucan),  (•)72, 
[Contento  83 ;  Not-Contento  27,  M.  6] 
80  ;  Papers  moved  for  (Lord  Montesgle), 
329;  Res.  (Lord  Monteagie),  800;  Motion 
withdrawn,  899. 

c.  Observations  (Mr.  MonseU),  <>»)  1424  ;  Comm. 
moved  for  (Col.- Dunne),  (•7)23,  [A.  101,  N. 
105,  M.  641  63  ;  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  F. 
French),  W  1312 
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Poor  Law  Admimstration,  L  ReUira  moved  for 
(Earl  Fitiwiiliam),  (»)  366;  Petition  (Earl 
Fitswiniam),  982 
c.  Question  (Mr.  P.  Sbrope),  («)  83 

Poor  Law  Unions,  0.  Question  (CblonelDtiine), 
(»)1065 

Poor  Belief,  c  Question  (Mr.  Scully),  (W  »19 

Post  Office  Communication  between  Dublin  and 
London,  e.  Question  (Mr.  6*  Hamilton)^  (•» 
417 

Public  Buildings'-^uppfy,  c  Amend.  {Mr. 
Spooner),  [A.  12,  N.  103,  M.  91]  13«;  2nd 
Amend.  [A.  38,  N.  109,  M.  71]  137 

Public  Works,  c.  Returns  moved  for  (Col. 
Dunne),  1299  ;^see  PubUc  Works  Coit^- 
tion  (Ireland)  Bill 

Q^ali/Uation  and  Registration  of  Electors,  see 
Qualification  and  Registration  of  Electors 
(Ireland)  Bill 

Quarter- Acre  Clause,  The,  see  Poor  Relief  (Ire- 
land) Amendment  Bill 

Rebels,  The,  L  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  (>•» 
308 

Reoistration,  c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien). 
(98)  287 

Relief  Money,  e.  Question  (Mr.  F.  French),  (*^> 
266 

Remedial  Measures^  e.  Motion  (Mr.  S.  Craw- 
ford), (W»>W5  ;  Adj.  Debate,  979,  [o.  a.  A. 
100,  N.  24,  M.  761  1014 

Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion,  see  Renew- 
able Leasehold  Conversion  (Ireland)  Bill 

Repeal  of  the  Union,  c.  Motion  (Mr.  J.  0'Cob« 
nell,  <»);78;  Adj.  Debate,  (W0>141,  145, 
878  ;  Motion  Adjourned,  889- ; — see  Parliar- 
ment  of  Ireland 

Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Institution,  see  Re- 
productive  Loan  Fund  Institution  (Ireland) 
Bill 

Ryan,  Right  Rev.  Dr.,  e.  Observations  (Mr. 
MonseU),  (»)  928 

St.  George,  Mr.,  Case  of,  e.  Observations  (Mr. 
St.  George),  (»')  1257 

Sligo  Election,  c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  0. 
Gore),  (»)  1236  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1243 

State  of,  I.  Return  moved  for  (Duke  of  Rich- 
mond) <^)  591  ;  Observations  (Marquess  of 
Lansdowne),  (•)  242  ;  Address  moved  (Earl 
Fitz William),  1057 ;  Amend.  (Marquess  of 
Lansdowne),  1066  ;  Question  (Lord  Stanley), 
(»^»)581  ;  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Glengall), 
615  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  641  ;  Question 
(Lord  Brougham),  895 ;  Address  nu>Ted 
(Lonl  Brougham),  1098 
c.  Question  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  W)  312 ;  (W 
1203  (Mr.  MonseU) ;  0«»  914 

State  Trials,  c.  Returns  moved  for  (Mr, 
Keogh),  (»)  1320 

Taxing  Master — Chancery,  e.  Question  (Mr. 
G.  Hamilton),  oos)  448;__see  Taxing 
Master  I  Court  of  Chancery)  (Ireland)  Bill 

Tenant-Rtght  (Ireland),  L  P^tiUoa  (Aiarquess 
of  Londonderry),  (•»)  1253 

Tenants  at  WiU,  see  TenanU  (Mt  WtU  (Ireland) 
BiU 

Tithe  Rent  Charge,  see  Tithe  Rent  Charge,  ^e. 
(Ireland)  (Vo.  2)  BiU 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Rating,  ase  Tithe  Rent- 
Charge  Rating  (A^hmd)  BiU 

Trials  for  Sedition,  e.  Question  (Mr.  G. 
Hamilton),  (*»  591 ;  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr. 
Keogh),  000)065;    Amend.    Adj.   (Mr.   C. 


IRE 


JOC 


{INDEX} 


JOI 


JUV 


Ireland — continued. 

Anstey),  693,  [A.  22.  N.  166,  M.  133]  696  ; 

Adj.  Debate,  767  ;  Motion  neg.  764 
Trustees  Reliefs  see  Trustees  Relief  (Ireland) 

Bill 
Turnpike  Roads ,  see  Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland) 

Bill 
"  United  Irishman/*  The,  I.  Observations  (Lord 

Stanley),  (»>  1242 
Unlawful   Oaths,  see    Unlawful   Oaths   Acts 

(Ireland)  Continuance  Bill 
Venue, Changing  the,  c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Walsh), 

(»)760 
Waste  Lands,  see  Waste  Lands  (Ireland)  Bill 

Italy,  Affairs  of— The  Earl  of  Minto's 
Mission, 

I  Question  (Earl  of  Aberdeen).  C«r)  1194  ;  Cor- 
respondence moved  for  (Lord  Brougham),  ^^^ 
138 ;  Question  (Marquess  of  Londonderry), 
^^^  330  ;—Af airs  of  Sicily,  Question  (Lord 
Brougham),  C»oo)  1126  ;  Address  moved  (Lord 
Stanley),  1193;  Motion  withdrawn,  1208; 
Papers  moved  for  (Lord  Brougham),  (^°*)  236 

c.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Dr.  Bowring),  CW) 
669  ;  Motion  withdrawn.  667  ;  Question  (Mr. 
Hume),  ^^'J  1143  ;  —  Massa/re  at  Naples, 
Question,  (Mr.  Muntz),  CW)  338  ;  Question 
(Mr.  P.  Howard),  Cioo)  n'j2  ;— Intervention, 
Motion  (Mr.  Disraeli),  <^o>)  147,  181  ;— 
Neapolitan  Affairs,  Question  (Sir  J.  Walsh), 
(Wi)  432 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.,  Newcastle-under- Lyme 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  CW  1101, 
.     1108 

Jamaica, 
c.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  H.  Goulbum),  CW  289  ; 
(»>1066,  1413 

Jervis,  Sir  J.,  see  Attorney  General, 
The 

Jesuits,  The 

I.  Question  (Lord  Redesdale),  CW)  259 

Jews,  Disabilities  of  the, 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Lord  J.  Russell),  (•*) 
1234  ;  Adj.  Debate,  1366,  [A.  263,  N.  180, 
M.  67]  1397 

Jews  Disabilities  Bill, 

IR.  C»)  1421  ;  2R.  C»)  220  ;  Adj.  Debate,  460, 
[A.  277,  N.  204.  M.  73]  636  ;  Com.  Amend. 
(Mr.  Goring),  W)  1213  ;  Amen<l.  withdrawn. 
1242  ;  Amend.  (Sir  H.  Willoughby),  ib.  ;  [A. 
99,  N.  196,  M.  97]  1246  ;  Amend.  (Sir  R.  U. 
Inglis),  [A.  109,  N.  203,  M.  94]  1248  ;  Rep  * 
1260;  3R.  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thesiger),  CW) 
606,  [0.  g.  A.  234,  N.  173,  M.  61]  607 ;  Bill 
passed.  670 
/.  IR.*  («)  671  ;  2R.  1330  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of 
Ellenborough),  1340,  [0.  q.  Contents  128, 
Not-Contents  163,  M.  36]  1406 

JocELYN,  Viscount,  King*8  Lynn 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  (^)  334 
Episcopal  Revenues,  ^^>  1207 
Ireland,  State  of,  ^^^  1203 
Railways  (India).  C»)92o 
Turton,  Sir  T  ,  C»)  170 


Joint  Stock  Companies  BUI, 
c.  1R.»  (»)986;  2R.»  1388;  Rep.»  Wy  lei  ; 

Com.  d.  2,  (98)699  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hudson), 

830  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  832  ;  Rep.*  1189  ; 

3R.  1416  ;  add.  d.   (Mr.  HeadUm),  t6.,  [A. 

9,  N.  94,  M.  86]  1416 
/.  1R.»  1418  ;  2R.»  (»)  1049 ;  3R.*  UOO)  531  . 

Royal  Assent,  (io»>  101 

JoLLiFFE,  Sir  W.  G.  H.,  Petersfield 

Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Rep.  d,  1, 

Amend.  (W  472 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  d.  1, 

(100)1150 

Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools,  Com.  (>W 

122 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Amalgamation  of.  Res.  ^^ 

369 

Jones,  Sir  W.,  Cheltenham 

Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comm.  moved 
for,  (»)  1361 

Jones,  Capt.  T.,  Londonderry  Co. 

Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  0^)332 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  (»>  66 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  (?omm.  moved  for,  W)  41 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  (»«»  643 

Judges,  Attendance  of,  at  Chambers, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  po»)  763  ;  Obser- 
vations (The  Attorney  General),  795 

Juries,  Ireland, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Keogh),  C»oo)  ^65  ; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [A.  22,  N.  166, 
M.    133]   696 ;   Adj.   Debate,  767 ;  Motion 
nog.  764 

Justice,  Administration  of  {No,  1)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  («)  4  ;  1 R.*  7  ;  2R.»  468  ;  Rep.»  C») 

170,673;  3R.*  680 
/.  1R.»  (W)  714;  2R.*   1049;  3R.*  000)743. 

Royal  Assent,  (io»^  101 

Justice,  Administration  of  (No,  2)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  («)  4  ;  1R.»  7  ;  2R.»  468 ;  Rep.*  (») 

170,  673  ;  3R.*  680 
/.  IR.*  (w>714;  2R.»   1049;  3R.»  000)743. 

Royal  Assent,  (»<")  101 

Justices,    Protection  of,  from    Vexatious 
Actions,  Bill, 
c.   Leave,  (»>  4 ;  1R.»  7;   2R.»   468;  Rep.» 

(W)  170,  673;  3R.»  680 
/.   IR.*  (W)714;  2R.»  1049;  3R.»  000)743; 
Royal  Assent,  (»oi^  101 

Justiciary,  Court  of  {Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  "(»9>  1073  ;  2R.*  OW)306  ;  Rep.»  Oo») 

64  ;  3R.*  83 
/.  1R.»  Oo»)83  ;  2R.»  188  ;  Rep.»  236  ;  3R.» 

307  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Juvenile  Offenders, 
I,  Petition  (Duke  of  Richmond),  000)32 

Juvenile  0 fenders  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.   1R.»  (»«»4;  2R.*  130;  Rep.*  924;  3B.» 

1041 
/.   1R.»  000)1016;  2R.   1169;    Rep.*   1193; 
3K*  Ooi)  1  ;  Royal  Assent,  101 
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Juvenile  Population, 
c.  Motion  (Viscount  Ashley),  CW)429  ;  Motion 
withdra¥m,  470 

Kafir  War,  Expenses  of  the, 
c.  Question  (Sir  H.  Willoughby),  CW)1333;— 
Supply,  1375  :  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  1376, 
'        [A.  61,  N.  262,  M.  191]  1381 

Keating,  Mr.  R.,  Waterford  Co. 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  (»*>  746 

Kenton,  Lord 

Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  2R.  ^•*>767 

Keogh,  Mr.  W.,  Athlone 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  CW)  65 

Mitchel,  John,  Tr>al  of.  (»)  2,  8 

Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  Cioo)  144^  147 

Savings  Banks,  Com.  Cioi)  606 

State  Trials  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for,  ^W 

1320 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

000)  665,  680,  681,  683,  688,  690 

Kershaw,  Mr.  J.,  Stockport 

Supply—The  Regium  Donum,  doi)  444 

KiLDARE,  Marquess  of,  Kildare  Co, 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (®')  46 

Kino,  Hon.  P.  J.  L.,  Surrey,  E, 
National  Representation,  Cioo)  2O6 

Kinnaird,  Lord 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  CW)468 
Beer,  Sale  of.  Regulation,  2R.  CW)501 
Juvenile  Offenders,  Cioo)  33 
Posen,  Duchy  of,  C99)  1050 
Public  Health,  Com.  (»oo)  234 

Kinsale  Election, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Rt.  Hon.  H.  Goulbum), 
W)  1097 

Labouchere,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Taunton 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  (*^ 

199 
Agricultural  Statistics,  C97)  640 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  ^^^  1144 
Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen,  Comm.  moved 

for,  C99)94 
Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  («)861 
•    Borneo  and  Labuan,  Settlements  in,  W)  70O 
Business  of  the  Session,  000)524 
Cashel,  Roman  Catholic  Clergy  of.  Correspon- 
dence moved  for,  C**^  216 
Coalwhippers,  The— Special  Constables,  W)  459 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee, 

CW)i3ii 
Commercial    Distress-:— The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  <»)  1160 
Commercial  Policy,  Returns  moved  for,  (*>  1297 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^•^J  436, 

441 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2R.  (w»)  604 
.    Copyright  in  the  Colonics,  (•*>  751 
Derbv,   Borough  of,  Now  Writ  moved  for,  (*> 

1082 


Labouchxrx,  Rt.  Hon.  H. — continued. 
Framework  Knitters,   Comm.   moved  for,  <W) 

1109 
Income  Tax — ^Ways  and  Means,  W)  270,  276 
Jamaica,  W)  289 

Lords,  House  of.  Abolition  of  the,  <•')  1060 
Navigation  Laws,  C»30  1202,  1209,  1211  ;  Comm. 

jnoved  for,  (^^989,  992,  1021,  1022,  1023, 

1052,  1054;  Res.  14;  CW  126,  184,  200.  633, 

634  ;  Cioi)  56,  60 
New  South  Wales,  W)  363 
New   Zealand    Government,   Leave,   C>*^  1003, 

1027 ;  Com.  CW)  330, 342, 359, 362, 363,  596 ; 

d.  4,  604,  610,  618 
Nova  Scotia,  («)  802 
Passengers'  Bill,  Leave,  (»)540;    2R.    1024, 

1025 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  CW  53 
Private  Bills,  (»>  924 
Private  Business,  Comm.  moved  for,  (•*)22L 

225,  1417 
Public  Departments,  Address  moved,  W)  595 
Railway  Commission,  Leave,  C*oo)  115^  123 
Railway  Commissioners,  W)  1080 
River  Steamboats,  (loogn 
Rum,  Differential  Duties  on,  ^W  1009 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  <W  560 
Ryan,  Right  Bev.  Dr. ,  C95)  930 
Seamen,  Supply  of,  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 

C») 1251 
Sheep,  Ac,  Importation  Prohibition,  3K.  (*oi) 

146 
Shipwrecks  4ind  Collisions  of  Merchant  Vessels, 

Comm.  moved  for,  (W)670 
Steam  Navigation,  Comm.  (*oo)  1073 
Steam  Vessels,  Government  Control  of,  ^••5  900 
Sugar  and  Coffee   Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (»)16,41,  139 
Sugar  Duties,  W  1138. 1140, 1154, 1335, 1354  ; 

Comm.  Res.  doo)  259,  377  ;  Report,  502 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  Cioo)  io47, 

1052 
Sugar  Duties,  2R.  add.  cl.  ^»oi)  333 

Labouchere,  Bight  Hon,  H,,  Letter  to  the 

Irish  Magistracy, 
•/.  Observations  (Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  (*oo) 
1280 

Labouring  Poor  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  Ooi>83;  2R.»  144;   Rep.*  259 ;  3E.» 

311 
I.  1R.»307;  2R.»568;  Rep.*  613;  3R.*  726 

Royal  Assent,  769 

Labuan,  Settlement  in, 

c.  Question  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouverie),  W>  699  ;— 
Supply  0o»>311;  Amend.  (Mr,  Hume),  [A. 
12,  N.  56,  M.  44]  314 

Lacy,  Mr.  II.  C,  Bodmin 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  ^^^^  71 

Land    Improvement  (Ireland)  Act,    Al- 
leged Abuses  under  the 
c.  Question  (Sir  B.  HaU),  (">  1074 

Land  Tax  Commissioners*  Names  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  (»>  1231 ;  2R.*  W2 ;  Rep.*  0«»924 ; 

3R.»1041 
/.   IR.*  000)1015;  2R.»  1159;  Rep.*  1198; 

311.*  001)  I ;  Royal  Assent,  101 
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Landed  Ptoperey  {Ireland)  Bill, 
'  «.  IE.*  WyoO;  3R.*1832;  Com.  0«o)  if 04 ; 
Order  for  Com.  discharged,  1095 

Landed  Property,  Transfer  of  (Ireland) 
BUI, 
c.  in*  tioi)i26;  2R*  1^;  Rep.»811,  496; 

8R  .•  518 
I.  1R.»6U;  2E,«  618;  Bep«668;  3R.»  726; 
Boyal  Assent,  769 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Law  of 
€,  Oomm.  mored  for  (Mr.  Newdegate),  C»'>65 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.   Leave,  t«  678;     1R.»   700;    2R.   W60; 
Amend.  (Sir  W.  Vemer),  65  ;  Amend,  with- 
,       drawn,  69 ;  Rep.»  (w«)  4 

Lanodale,  Lord 
Inoumbered    Estates     (Ireland),     Commons' 

Amends.  (i«)10d6 
Parliamentary  Prooeodings  Adjournment^  ^B,, 
(99)  246 

Laksdowne,  Marquess  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeeh,  C*^)  42 
•   Agriculture  (Ireland),  Returns,  Ooi)  726 
Aliens,  Remoyal  of,  IR.  CW)  135,  ise ;  2R.  264, 

280,^8;    Com.  897,399.;   8R.  452;  Com- 
mons' Amends.  1060 
.  Arming  and  Training  in  Dublin,  <m)  447 
Ashbnrton,  Lord,  The  late,  C«)  980 
Austria  an^  Italy,  Papers  mored  for,  <*^>  285, 

251,  255 
Bishops,  Additional,  W^  895,  897 
Bristowe,  Col.  Case  of,  (»">  516 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  C^)  1329 
Chartist  Demonstrations,  <*>  70,   72 ;  <•>  238, 

332 
Church  Pluralities  (Ireland),  W)1344 
Clubs  (IreUnd),  (ioo)805 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Conun. 

moYed  for,  C^)481,  491,  516,  517,  518 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  IR.  <«»  750  ;  2R.  767 ; 

That  the  Bill  do  pass,  770 
Com  Averages,  CW  329 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  d^)  484 
Crime  and    Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  <»)  1128  ; 

Com.  1183;  3R.  1341 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Returns  moved 

for,  CW)  390,  395 
Crime  in  Ireland,  C»)  856,  857 
Crime,  Suppression  of  (Ireland),  W)  113O 
Defalcation   in   the   Supreme  Court,  Calcutta, 

(W834 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  ^)  684, 

690 
Devonport,  Spiritual  Destitution  in,  ^^^  965 
Diocesan  Schools,  (W 154,  161 
Drainage  Works  (Ireland),  (W  800 
Eksclesiastical  Unions  and  Divisions  of  Parishes 

(Ireland),  3R.  151 
Evicted   Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  Conmions* 

Amends.  (W)  1019 
Exchequer  BiUs,  8R.  Ooi)  792 
Farmers'  Estates  Society  (Ireland),  2R.  Cioi) 

257 
Foreign  Sheep,  Returns  moved  for,  000)554 
France — M.  Lamartinc,  (W)  1330 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  IR.  (•**> 

743,744,758,755 


Lansdowihe,  Marq.i 
Hampden,  Dr.— The  Bishops' 

C»> 1338, 1341 
Incumbered    B^states     (Ireland),     Commooa' 

Amends.  C»«»  1030 
Ireland,  SUte  of,  Retomi  moved  Sat,  <W^(M{ ; 

(«>)  242  $  Address  move4,  Aiaend.  1^66 ;  CW 

582,616,  626,641.  896,  8lrt  im  • 

Italy,    Afbirs    of,    ^^  1 196 ;   Correspondence 

moved  for,  C»)  151 ;  W881 ;  <W»)  885,  26i, 

255 
Jesuits,  The,  <»)261 

Jews  Disabilities,  2R.<«)  1880^  1895,  1406 
Labouchere,  Ri^ht  Hon.  H.,  Letter  to  tli#  iriak 

Magistracy,  0<»)  1298 
Legacy  Duty  on  Charitable  Bequests,  <^  891 
Marriage,  Law  of,  CiWggg 
National  Expenditure,  Returns  mo^nd  for.  <*!> 

1231 
North  Wales  Railway,  (i<«)87 ;  ^w;785 
Nuisances  and    (^niagious  Diseaaes,  2B..  (>*^> 

613 
Odd  Fellows'  Societies,  CW  892 
Owen,  Mr.  R.,t»)502 
Parliament,  Business  of,  IR.  CM) 388 
Parliament,  Independence  of,  2R.  <^^  464 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment.  2Bto 

(»)985  — e        -» 

Poorhouaes  (Ireland),  2R.  <"9 106t 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),   Returns,  »>  1406;  <W 

456 ;   Comm.  moved  for.   Amend.   (*>  IS  i 

Papers  moved  for,  380  ;  Ret.  808 
Poor  Law  Administration  (Ireland),  ^Retnmi 

moved  for,  CM)  356,  367 ;  Petitions,  988 
Posen,  Duchy  of,  (»)  1054 
Princess,  Birth  of  a.  Address  to  Iler  Bfajeety. 

W)768 
Property  Tax,  2R.  W>  1344 
Provident  Associations'  Fraud  Prerentum,  2R. 

C«)806 
Public    Business,   State   of,  (»)  141S,    1415. 

1416 
Public    Health,    Com.   0^)  284 ;    ComaMiis' 

Amendi.  001)142 
Racing  Sweeps,  (W  12OI 
Railway  Commissioners,  (^  678 
Rebels  (Ireland),  (»»)  808 
Rome,  Diplomatic   Relations  vrith,  ^)  1057 ; 

IR.  («)169,  171,  285;  2R.  760,  771.800; 

Com.  867, 871,  872,  875,  876,  877, 895,  896^ 

807 ;  Report,  982  ;  3R.  1384,  1887 
Salaries  in  Public  Departments,  Returns  aoTed 

for,  W)1120 
Schoolmasters  (Scotland),  <«>  1171 
Sicily.  Alleged  Interference  in  the  AiBure  o^ 

0«>)ii26,  1201,  1208 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved.  Amend.  Oil)  371 
Sophia,  Princess,  Death  of,  Address  moved,  0*) 

81 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  Correspen- 

dence  moved  for,  CW)689, 690, 694,  702,  750; 

—Returns  moved  for,  1058,  1255;  <M>241; 

—Expulsion  of  Sir  H.  Bulwer,  990;  (Me)506, 

507  ;  Case  of  Col.  Bristow,  Oo»)516 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  <9»)  g,  9 
Switserland,  Affitirs  of,  vm  1664 
Trafalgar  Square,  Riots  in,  C*')  338 
"  United  Irishman,"  The,  («>  1247 
Unlawful  Oaths  (Irebmd),  Com.  W)ia9,  112; 

add.  d.  123 
Vernon,  Mr.,  his  Gift  to  the  Nation,  Corre* 

spondence  moved  for,  C*B)  1254 
West  Indies,  The,  AddreMi  moTod,  (»>lt87 
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La80elle8»  Rigbt  Hon.  W.  S.  S.,  Knar^- 
borough 
Sophia,  Piinoess,  Death  of,  Answer  to  Address, 

Law,  Hon.  C.  E.,  Cambridge  University 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome,  2R.  ooi)  222 
ElMtion  fteooKnisanoes,  2R.  (^  623 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^ 

1856,  1386 
Mitohel,  John,  Trial  of,  cw>  6 
Rene^rable    Leasehold    Conyerslon    (Ireland), 

Com.  0*1)  55 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  Amend.  (*>>  701  ; 

d,  1,  <^>317.  318;   Amend,  r.  p.  328;  cw> 

184,  143;  (100)579 

Le<td  and  Copper  Duties  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  ^789;  2R.  0«)597:  Amend.  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck),  t5.,  [o.  q,  A.  77,  N.  21,  M.  56] 
612;  Com.  721;  Amend.  (Mr.  Henley),  A. ; 
Rep.*  728;  3R.  756;  Amend.  (Lord  G.  Ben- 
tinck, *.,  [o,  q.  A.  38,  N.  25,  M.  13]  757 

/.  IR.  740;  Amend.  (Lord  Redesdale),  tft.,  [o. 
q.  Contents  17,  Not-Contents  13,  M.  4]  752 ; 
2R.  767;  3R.  769 ;   That  the  BiU  do  pass, 


Amend.  (Earl  of  Desart),  tft.,  [o.  a.  Contents 
25,  Not-Contents  11,  M.  14]  770;  Bill  passed, 
t&.;  Royal  Assent,  789 

Leases  of  Mines  (Ireland)  BilU 
e.  1R.»  C«)  1253;  2R.*  CW>161  i  Rep.»  1201 ; 

3R.»  1352 
/.  IR.*  (»)1;  2R.»  828;  Rep.*  387;  3R.»  466; 

Royal  Assent,  537 

Leasehold   Conversion^  Benewable    {Ire- 
land) Bill, 
C.  lR.»aoo)469;  2R.»58S 

Lefeyre,  Right  Hon.  C.  S.r  Hampshire, N. 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  C*^6 — tee  Spxakkb,  The 

Legacies  to  Charitable  Institutions  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  Cioo)  1222  ;  IR  •  1225 

Legacy  Duty  on  Charitable  Bequests, 
/.  Petition  (Bishop  of  Oxford>,  CW>891 

Legal  Education, 
e.  Question  (BIr.  G.  A.  Hamilton),  (>«>)  109 

Leicester  Borough, 
e.  New  Writ  moved  for  <Mr.  A.  Stafford).  <»> 
681,  [A.  6,  N.  12<>^  M,  123]  688;  <»«>  153  ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  156 

Leinster,  Duke  of 
Eyicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  That  the  Bill 
do  pass,  («>  1166 

Lemon,  Sir  C,  Cornwall 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  <*»  431 

Lehnard,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Maldon 
Death  Punishment— Repeal  of.  Leave,  <^  555 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  CW>  484 

Lewis,  Right  Hon.  Sir  T.  F.,  Radnor 
Navy  £s&iat«i»  ^>  1008 
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Lewis,  Mr.  G.  C,  Herefofdshhri 
Jews  DisabUities,  8R.  (^  681 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  9),  ftM.  OlH 

1215 
RaUways  (Irehind),  <»>  926,  92T 
Sattara,  Rajah  of,  <^>  254,  700 ;  Comm.  i 

for,  i^nm 

Life  Policisi  of  Assurance  Bitt^ 
c.  lR.»C»w>153;  2R.»877 


Light  Dues  Bill, 

c.  lR.*C»8)uoo 

Limerick,  Eiot  al> 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamflton),  9^590 

LiNcoLK,  Earl  o#,  Linlithgow,  dsc. 
Adjournment — Ireland*  Ac.,  C>"*1425 
Colonisation,  CiodX307 
Derby,  Borough,  of^  New  Writ  moTod  for,  C») 

175;  C»)404 
Horsham,  Borougb  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 

C»)  485 
Hudson's  Bay  Company — Vancouier's  Island, 

OW)  469, 510 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  (»)1196: 

3R.add.  c^.  «oo)7e8 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  ('•>62,  68 
Navy  Estimatea— Supply,  ^•'>791 
New^  Zealknd  Government,  Com.  (*^>898»  858, 

359,  363^  364,  865,  581,  598,  599 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  movtfd  for^ 

C»>  1334,  1403  ;  W  570  {  ^  145 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  (*'>54» 

57 
Public  Health,  Leare,  CM)  410$  Ccflik.  <^T89, 

740 ;  d.  3,  1177 ;  d,  60,  1244 ;  d.  68«  ifr.; 

Rep.  (W) 689 
PubUc  Works  (Ireland).  2R.  ^^^  1126 
Ryan,  Right  Rtr.  Dr.,  (»>929 
Slave  Trade  Committee,  (*»  1 198 
Supply-^MetsopoIiUn  Survey,  (^1014»  1016 
Tobago  ReUef,  Comm»  Res.  <•«  557 

Lincoln,  Bishop  of 
Lincoln,  Bishopric  of,  (*>'  1222 

Lincoln,  Bishopric  of, 
/.  Question  (JSmA  Brownlow),  0^1222 

Lindsay,  Hon.  Lieut-Colonel  J.,  Wigait^ 
Spirito,  Sale  of^in  Canteens,  <>*>  286 

Llandaff,  Bishop  of 
Charity  Trusto  Reffttlatfonir  2R.  (^^  901 
Crown   Livings,    PresenUtions    te,    Addraia 

moved,  (»)  1199,  1210 
Protection  of  Females,  SR.  <*<»>  884 

Loan,  Irish,  ExpendUure  of 
e.  Returns  moved  for  (Ifigor  BladuOl),  <<»> 
477;    Motion  withdrawn,    478;    (^uartion 
(Sir  H.  Willoughby),  <*»1883 

Loan  Societies  BiU, 
c,  IR.*  OSS)  909;  2R.*  104U   R«p.*  10M| 

8R,»  1118 
/.  1R.»  0»)1125;  2R.»  1159,  **•»>.  1;  Rap.* 

88 ;  8R.*  100 ;  Royal  AMOii,  726 
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Local  Acts  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  (>w>  126 ;  aR.  US  ;  Rep.»  676.  386  ; 

3R.*618 
I  1R.»  614;   2R»  668;   Rep*   726;   3R.* 
749 ;  Royal  Assent.  789 

LocKHART,  Mr.  A.  E.,  Selkirkshire, 
Births  aiM  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland). 
2R.  Amend.  0«»1169 

Lock-up  Houses  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  001)518  ;  2R.»  667  ;  Rep.»  614  ;  3R.* 

668 
I  1R.»  668;   2R.*  726;    Rep*  749;   3R.» 
767 ;  Royal  Assent,  769 
(    •  ■ 
London,  Bishop  of 

Enfranchisement  of  Copyholds,  ooo)  ioi6 

Marriage,  Law  of.  Ooo)  897 

PubUo  Health,  Com.  <>«»  234  ;  3R.  894 

IJondon,  City  of.  Sewers  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  («)  458  ;  2R.*  0«)  126  ;  Rep.»  269  ; 

'       8R.»486 

.  /.  IR.*  464  ;  2R.»  749  ;  Rep.*  767  ;  3R.  769  ; 
add.  cL  (Earl  of  Radnor),  [Contents  4.  Not 
Contento  6,  M.  1]  ib,;  Royal  Assent,  790 


Londonderry,  Marqness  of 
Chartist  Demonstrations,  (**)  73 
Grime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  3R.  ^^^  1342 
Hampden,  Dr. — The  Bishops'   Remonstrance, 

(») 1387 
Ireland,  State  of,0«»896 
Italy,  Aflfeirs  of,  C«)  330 
Medals,  Military  and  Naval,  C»)  666,  667 
Spiliin,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  ^^^767; — 

Retqms  moved  for,  1066.  1060,  1264,  1256  ; 

(100)504 
Spanish, Reftigees,  CW)563,  666 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  Petition,  CW 1263 

Lords,  House  of.  Abolition  of  the, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  Wakley),  CW 1066 

Luc  AN,  Earl  of 

Poor    Law  (Ireland),   W)456,  467;    Comm. 
moved  for,  cw)  72 

Lunatic  Asylums  ( Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  C»)637  ;  2R.»  844  ;  Rep.*  (")  1411 

Lul^HiNGTON,  Mr.  C,  Westminster 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  Report,  C»)  296 
Hampden.  Dr. — The  Bishops*  Remonstrance.  (W 

966 
River  Steamboats,  Ciowsil 
;  Supply— The  Regium  Donnra,  Amend.  Oo»>439. 
463 

Ltttleton,  Lord 

Bishops.  Additional,  (W897 
'Diocesan  Schools.  ^^  163,  164 
.  Jews  DisabUities,  2R.  <«)  1886 
Property  Tax,  2R.  W*  1362 
Racing  Sweeps,  W)  120O 

MoCuLLAGH,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Bundalk 

Incumbered   Estates    (Ireland),    Com;    d.    2 

Amend.  (100)474 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  0<W  29 


Macgbegor,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow 
Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  <«)846 
Business  of  the  Session.  (100)528 
Commercial  Distress,   Comm.   moved  ibr.  ^^> 

676 
Financial  Statement,  (")  1438 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means)  (^  432.  461 ; 

Report,  774 
Naval  Dockyards,  Comm.  moved  ibr.  <**>  816 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  (•>  514 
Post  Office  Revenues,  Returns  nraved  for,  (*^ 

1261,  1262 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Oomm.  C^oo)  io64 
Supply— Foreign  Office,  ("D 181 
Window  Duties.  Repeal    of   the.  Leave,  (**> 

1283 

Mackenzie,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Peebles-shire 
Bewdley,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for.  (•'^ 

846,  847 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee. 

Amend.  Adj.  (M)1196 
EntaU.  Law  of.  Com.  d,  2,  Amend.  (*^  1416 
Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  fiw,  ^^ 

898,  900 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Scotland).  2R.  (*»848 

MACKINNON,  Mr.  W.  A.,  LyminffUm 

Electric  Telegraph— False  News.  (i«»925 
Public  Health,  Com.  («)1173;  cL  80,1249; 

Lords'  Amends.  Smoke  Clause,  (io«ll79 
Supply— Labuan,  (100)312 

McNeil,  Mr.  D.,  Argyllshire 
EntaU,  Law  of  (Scotland),  Com.  d.  2,  (•«  1416 

Mag  AN,  Mr.  W.  H..  Westmeath 

Foreign   Policy.  Papers   moved  for.  Amend. 
Adj.  (W311 

Magistrates,  Law  relating  to, 
c.  Observations  (The  Attorney  General).  (^  4 

Maher,  Mr.  N.,  Tipperary 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (*>  128 
Cashel,  Roman  Catholic  Clergy  of^  Correspon- 
dence moved  for,  (*>214 

Mahon.  Viscount,  Hertford 

Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  from  Madrid.  W> 

1413;  (W)372 
Copyright  in  the  Colonies,  (*>  761 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  ^^>  1086 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (W)  248  ;  3R.  (^  650 
Juvenile  Population,  (W  455 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment.  2R. 

(100)  136 

Prison  Discipline — The  Separate  System,  (*' 383 

Mahon,  Mr.  J.  P.  0.  G.,  (The  O'Gorman 
Mahon),  Ennis 
Crown  and  Grovemment  Security.  2R.  ^^>  128 
Foreign  PoUcy,(«>  627 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  ('^^^ 

1390 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^ 
794 

Mail  Contracts,  Oovernmewt, 
I.  Question  (Earl  of  Elleulybrough),  (*»833 
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BiAiTLAND,  Mr.  T.,  Kircudbright 
Lunatic  Asyhims  (Scotland),  2R.  (•«)  849 

Malmesburt,  Earl  of 

AUens,  Removal  of,  IR.  W  138 ;  2R.  283 
"  Avenger,"  Loss  of  the,  W)  2,  3, 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  ^^^  688 
Election  Recognisances,  Cora.  (**)  450,  451 
Sicily,  Interference  in  the  Affairs  of,  (i<^>  1208 
Spain,  0<»)  506 

Malt — Excise  Regulations^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  H.  Drununon4),  ^^>227 

MaUa — Bepres&nlative  Oovemmentf 
e.  Question  (Dr.  Bowring),  CW)  760 

Man,  Isle  qf^ 
e.  Question  (Dr.  Bowring),  ^^^  269  ;  Commis- 
sion moved  for  (Dr.  Bowring,  ('^  125  ;  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  127 

Man,  Isle  of—Supply, 
c.  [A.  71,  N.  14,  M.  57]  <>">  136 

Mangles,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Ouildford 
Colonial  Government,  C»«>)g7e 
Horsham,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*^ 

838 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  C»w)  32 

Manslaughter,  Bail  for.  Bill, 
i.  1R.»(«^891;  2R.*CW)i 

March,  Earl  of,  Sussex,  W, 

Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  (W 

528 
Horsham,  Borouf^h  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  (•^ 

1136,1142;  W837 

Marine  MtUiny  Bill, 
e,  1R.»  W1255;    2R.*  1312;   Rep.»  («)2  ; 

8R.»73 
/.  1R.»  CW)  69  ;   2R.»  135  ;  Rep.*  259  ;  3R.» 
328;  Royal  Assent,  537 

Marines  Boyal—Oood  Conduct  Warrants, 
I,  Question  (Duke  of  Richmond),  Cioo)  1 

Marriage,  Law  of, 
I.  Question  (Bishop  of  London),  (»»>  897 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Rice),  C»)373 

Marrtaaes  [Scotland)  Bill, 

I  IR.*  CW)  259  ;  2R.  CW)567  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of 
Selkirk),  571  ;  Amend,  neg.  573  ;  3R.  Ooo) 
779;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Haddington),  t&.; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  783  ;  Bill  passed,  784 

c.  1R.»C»«»924;  2R.»  1164 

Martin,  Mr.  S„  Pontefract 

Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  d,  3, 
C98)  244,  248,  250, 251, 347  ;  ProvUo,  426 

Mastrrman,  Mr.  J.,  London 
Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  (W  848 
China,    Commercial    Relations    with.    Papers 

moved  for,  ^*>  445 
Commercial  Distress— The  Currency,  Comm. 
,     moved  for,  W  588 
*  Crown  and  QoTemment  Seoarity,  Com.  W 165 


Maule,  Right  Hon.  Y,,  Perth 

Army   Estimates,   C«)  1021  ;   (W  1149,   nei  ; 

(100)764.765,766 
Derby,  The— Adjournment,  <W  1268 
Entail,  Law  of;  Com.  d.  3,  <^)  1417 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Leave. 

<«)1303 
Rum,  Diflferential  Duties  on,  W)  1002 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

CW)1166;  (W)  479,  482 
Spirits,  Sale  of,  in  Canteens,  CW287 

Mauritius,  The, 
c.  Question  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  (•»  1064  ;  Osi> 
496 

Mauritius  and  West  India  Colonies  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  Cioi)  567 ;  2R.  584  ;  Rep.»  668  ;  3R.* 

728 
I.  IR.*  726  ;  2R.»  749 ;  3R.»  768 ;  Royal  As- 
sent, 789 

Maxwell,  Hon.  J.  P.,  Cavan 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  W)  33 

Measures  for  Ireland, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  J.  O'Oonnell),  C»)370 

Medals,  Military  and  Naval, 
I.   Question   (Duke  of  Richmond),   (*>  1051  ; 
(Lord  Colville),  1336  ;  (Duke  of  Richmond). 
W)ioi7;  (»)565 

Medical  Relief, 
c.  Res.  1  (Visct.  Ashley),  (^5^632,  [p.  q,  A.  87, 
N.  60,  M.  13]  666  ;  Res.  2,  ft.;  Res.  with- 
drawn,  666  ;  Res.  3,  t5.;  [A.  19,  N.  101,  M. 
82]  683;  Res.  4,  684,  [p.  a,  A.  36,  N.  98, 
M.  62]  691 

Melgund,  Viscount,  Greenock 
Supply— Education,  Cioi)  259 

Members,  Qualification  of.  Bill, 
e.  1R.*<»>152 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Bill, 

e.  IR.*  (<«)1409;   Order  for  2R.  discharged, 
000)534 

Metropolis  Police, 
c.  Question  (Sir  B.  Hall),  Cioo)  236  ;  (Lord  D. 
Stuart,  1153 

Metropolis  Police  Bill, 
c.  1R.»(»)109;  2R.»<»)170 

Metropolis  Survey — Supply, 
c.  1014  ;  Question  (Sir  B.  HaU),  O^  1203 

Metropolitan  Buildings  Act, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  C«)  859 

Metropolitan  Commission  of  Sewers  Con* 
solidation  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  U^'^^OH;  House  counted  out,  61i5  ; 
IR.*  696;  2R.*  1143;  Rep.*C»oi)83,  190; 
3R.*  259 
LlR^  307;  2R.»  465;  3R.»  613;  Roy^ 
Assent,  768 

Metropolitan  Improvement, 
c,  QueetioiJ  (Sir  R.  H.  Ingli^,  ^^^  93 1 
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Meyers,  AnnMU,  Case  of, 
4L  Question  (|A)rd  Nugent),  C^  336 

Miles,  Mr.  P.,  Bristol 

West  Indies^  Distress  in  the»  <»>  705 

Miles,  Mr.  W^  Somersetshire,  E, 
Corrupt  Practioee  at  Elections,  2EL<i«»a07 : 

Com.  Ow>61 
Income  Tax^Ways  And  Means,  (^  402 
Navigation  Laws,  Oomm.  Re8.<*>517 
Public  Health,  Oom.<w)794;   el,  3,  U78:  c/. 

67, 1848  :  dL  80, 1250 
RaUways,  Com.  cl  7.  <«>599 
Sugar  Duties,  ("*>  1160 
Supply^Kafir  War,<W  1379 
Vagrancy, ««  459 

MiliUuy,  Asyhun,  Boyal,  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  W)  486  ;  2R .•  518 ;  Rep.»  588;  3R .• 

614 
1 1R.»  613;  j)E,»668;  Rep  •726;  3R.»  749; 

Royal  Assent,  768 

Militia  BcUloi  Suspension  Bill, 
e,  IR.»<>»)1094|   2R.»  1113;   Rep.»U63; 

3R*  1213 
I  IR*  <Wii93  ;   2R»  Ooi)83  ;  Rep,»  100^; 
3R.*  141 ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Militia  Pay  Bill 

c.  1R.«  (»«>  54  ;  2R .•  83 ;  Rep .♦  143  ;  3R.»  144 
I  1R.»  188  ;  2R.»  235;  Rep.»  307;   3R,  365; 
Royal  Assent,  726 

mUbank  Prison  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  <w>259  2R.*  Sll ;  Bep.»  376 ;  3R.» 

4da 
/.  1R.»464  ;  2R.»668;  Rep.»726;  3R.»  749; 

Royal  Assent,  769 

MiLNES,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Pontefract 
Bakers,  Master  and  Joumemen,  Oomm.  moved 

for,  cm  94 
Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  <«>  974 
Crown  and  Oovemment  Security,  Com.  d.  3, 

W  251,  341,373 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

8R.  (101)618 
France,  Republic  of,  W>  23 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  («)  242 
Juvenile  Population,  (^  467 
National  Representation,  C*^  211 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  ^^342,  589; 

cl.  4,  620 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

C»)H02;  («>569 
Rayson,  Mr.,  Case  of,  W)849 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

W)486 
Trafidgar  Square,  Riots  in,  CW)312 

Mineh  Lease  of  {Ireland)  Bill,^ 
e.  1R.»  <«)  1253  ;  2R.»  <W)  161 ;  Repw*  1201 ; 

3R.*  1352 
I  1R.»  <»>1;   2R.»  328;  Rep.»  387;  3R.» 
446;  Royal  Assent,  537 

Ministers'  Money  (Ireland) 
I,  Petition  (Lord  Campbell),  (»>855 
e.  Question  (Mr.  J.  O'BrienX  ^^^  1233 ;  Res. 

(Mr«  FagiD),  CM) 801,  [A.  73,  N,  149,  M. 

ir,  326 


MiKTO,  Earl  of 
EntaU,  Law  of  (Scotland),  2R.  4W 1308 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  Amend,  om  8S5 
Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  C«mpMii6B,(>M)78i 
Sicily.  Interforence  in  the  Afitirs  oI^OM)  h^^ 

1206     , 
Spanish  Refogees,  <>*)  565 

Minto,  Earl  of.  Mission  of, 
I,  Question  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  CM')  1194 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),<>'>  1143  ;^<ea  JIdW 
SieUy  - 

Miscellaneous  Estimates, 
e.  W  1375 ;  (««  1014 ;  W  1438 ;  <m  nmf  • 
(101)92, 147,  lai,  262, 305,  .356,  4M 

Mitchell,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Bridpori 

Commeroial  Di8tresa-«<The  Cfonenof,  Omim. 

moved  for,  <>»)  569 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  8R.  <M  459 
Financial  Statement,  <w)  1446 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  mored  for,  ^W  iM9; 

Res.  <»)  182,  195,  200      . 
Property  Tax,  Com.  4«W  1042 

ARtchel  John,  Trial  of, 
«.  Question  (Mr.  Keogh),  <••)  3 ;  ObMrvatiMii 
(Sir  J.  Graham),  4 ;  Question  (Mr.  B.  B. 
Roche),  86;  (Sir  W.  Vemer),  m^-'Ofieers 
ofH,  M.  Ship  "  Shearwater;'  Observations 
(Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  Grey),  I2m  i-^Tmitmmt 
of.  Question  (Mr.  Rabinson)  <»^  6»; 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck),  757 

MoFFATT,  Mr  6.,  Dartmouth 
China,    Commercial    Relations    with.   Papers 

moved  for,  <»>  444 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  (*^  182 
Qualification  of  Members,  2R.  d"')  461,  463 
Rum,  Differential  Duties  on,  ("^  1002 
Spirits,  British  and  Foreign,  <">  696 
Sugar   Duties,  Res.  <">  1012,  1127:   Amend. 

000)873 

Molasses,  Distilling  from, 
c.  Comnu  <»>  168 

MoLESWORTH,  Sir  W.,  Southwarh 
Alien0»  Removal  of,  2R.  Amend.  C**)  562 
Army  Estimates,  <0r>  1169  ;  Amend.  1196 
Colonial  Government,  <*oo)8l6,  869, 871,  872 
Commercial  Disiress-^The  Currency,   Comai. 

moved  for,,  C»)  453 
Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  "Writ  moved  for,  ^> 

906 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means.  Cor)888 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  ^>36i. 
Native  Industry,  *08>816 

Money   Order  Department  {PM  Ofiee) 
Bill, 
c.   1R.»  «•«  1143;  2R.*  1163;  iRep.*  CWO 

83 ;  3R.*  126 
I  1R»  100  ;  2R.»  188  ; Rep.*  235 ;  3R.*  «97i 
Royal  Assent,  726 

MoNSELL,  Mr.  W.  Limerick,  Co. 
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Crown  and  Government  Security,  Leave,  CM)  45 


O'CoNinELL,  Mr.  M.  J. — eontinaed. 
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Lords,  House  of.  Abolition  of  the,  C*f)  1058 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  C96)  313^  325 
Passengers'  BUI,  2R.  CM)  108O 
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CJM)  713,  718 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^**> 
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C»y)  1369, 1373,  1377,  1379 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland)— (The  Quar- 
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1013,  1145 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 
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405  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  G.  Thompson),  (^•o) 
403,  [A.  8,  N.  77,  M.  69]  447 
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Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (•> 
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Parts,  Insurrection  in, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  flindley),  CW)  1334 

Parish  Debts,  &C,,  Bill, 
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Parker,  Mr.  J.,  Sheffield 
Dillon,  Capt.,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  <W  915 
Official  Returns,  C»w)  789 
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Comm.  moved  for  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  <W 
138 ;  Amend.  Address  moved  (Mr.  B.  Os- 
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peed  of  the  Union  (Ireland) 

Parliamentary  Electors  Bill, 
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I.  1R.»  CW)454;  2R.  536;  Rep.*  630;  3R.* 

699  ;  Royal  Assent,  1054 

Pattison,  Mr.  J.,  London 
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I,  1R.»  0«»1125:  2R.*  1159;  Rep.*  1193; 

3R.*  001)83;  Royal  Assent,  101 

Paymasters  and  Pursers  of  the  Navy, 
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Vice- Admiralty  Courts  in  the  Colonies,  0«o)  gl  1 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  Leave,  ^^)  1287 


Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamworth 
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(»)  402 
Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  CW  19 
Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comm.  moved 

for,  C«W  1350 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  C»)427,  650,  973,  1169;  Oo»)414, 

416,  416,  420 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  OW  1154 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave,  (•*)  347 ; 

2R.  866 
Crown  and  Government   Security,    Com.   C*®) 

343,  345  ;  3H.  463 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (*> 

408 ;  CW) 1084 
Ejection  of  Tenants  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

W)  1009 
Episcopal  Revenues,  ("^  1276 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Gonmi.  moved  for, 

(96)1072 

Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Leave,  (») 

1304,  1305 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension   (Ireland),   Leave, 

(100)716 

Horsham,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

(97)1141;  (»)840;  (»>340 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  C»7)236,  281, 

415,  461 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Conmi.  moved  for,  (^^ 

1386;  2R.  <W518 
Legacies  to  Charitable  Institutions,  Leave,  (i<^> 

1224 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  C»)  1012  ; 

Res.  CW)  646 
Navy  Estimates,  <«•)  1007 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  c/.  4,  ^••>612 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

<»)1355;  CW  563,  564 
Princess,  Birth  of  a,  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 

(W)  770 
Privilege  —  West    Gloucestershire     Election, 

Comm.  moved  for,  C»)  1082 
Railways  (India),  i»)  927 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved,  ^W  1000 
Sligo,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^^ 

1414 
Sophia,  Princess,  Death  of  the.  Address  moved, 

(99)3 

Stamford  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  (*^)  970 
Sugar  Duties,  ^»>1359 
Supply — British  Museum,  <»»)1157 
Vernon,  Mr.,  his  Gift  to  the  Nation,  (••)  1201 
Window    Duties,   Repeal   of   the.   Leave,  ^*> 
1295 

Pennant,  Hon.  Col.  E.  0.  D.,  Carnar- 
vonshire 
Sligo,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*> 
1415 

Pensioners,  Out,  BiU, 
c.  IR.*  (wi>54;  2R.*  83;  Rep.»  143;  3R.  144 
/.  1E.»  188;  2R.*  307;  Rep.*  365;  3R.*  465; 
Royal  Assent,  726 

Petty  Bag  Office  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  C97)630;   2R.»  CW>283;   Rep.«  759; 

3IL*  834 
/.  IR.*  C98)876;  2R.»  W422;  Rep.*  499;  3R.* 

563 
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Petty  Bag,  Ac.  Office  (Court  of  Chancery) 

Bill, 
c.  IR.*  0»>1163;  2R*  OW)54;  Rep*  126; 

3R  .•  259 
/.  IR .•  235 ;  2R.*  465 ;  Rep*  514 ;  3R .•  568 ; 

Royal  Assent,  726 

Pikes — Police  Agents  (DuhUn), 
c.  Question  (Mr,  J.  O'Connell),  ^W  3,  284  ;— 
Seizure  of.  Question  (Hon.  Capt.   Harris), 
1419 

Piracy  Bill, 
c.  IE.*  WIOOO;   2R.*  000)377;    Bill  with- 
drawn, 1270 

Plata,  Rio  de  la — Blockade  of  the, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Baring),  <»>  967;   (Mr. 
Ewart),  1437;  (Mr.  DisraeU),  ^82;  (Mr. 
Robinson),  W)  764 

Plowden,  Mr.  W.  H.  C,  Newport 

Ovans,  Colonel  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^^ 

423 
Tarmoath,  Qreat,  Freemen  Disfranchisement, 
Com.  d.  1,  ^w)  599 

Plumptre,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Kent,  E. 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  (^)  1097 
Episcopal  Revenues.  W)  1273 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,   Comm.   mcved  for, 

C»)  1321 
New  Zealand  Government.  Leave,  <*^  1026 
Roman  CathoUo  ReUef,  2R.  ^»)  835 

Poland, 
I.  Poien,  Duchy  of.  Question  (Lord  Kinnaird), 

C») 1050 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  W>  1304 ; 

House  counted  out,  1312 

Police,  Borough,  Superannuation  Fund, 
c  lR.*(»^161;2R.*313;Rep.*537 

Police,  Metropolis, 
c.  Question.  (Sir  B.  Hall),  Ooo)  236  ;  (Lord  D. 
Stuart),  1153 

Police,  Metropolis,  Bill, 
e.  1R.*1»)109;2R.  C»)  170 

Polish  Refugees  —  Supply, 

c.  cioi)  433 

Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of, 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  F.  O'Connor),  CW  1369, 
[A.  23,  M.  91,  M.  68]  1390 

Pollett,  Mr,  (7.,  Case  of, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  W)  1019, 
1142 

Po(M',  Casual, 
I.  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  (*^  727 

Poor  Employment  of  the  (Ireland), 
c.  Motion  (Mr.   P.  Scrope),  001)529;  Motion 
neg.  540 

Poor  Houses  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.    IR.*  C»n699;  2R*  1312;  Rep.*  CW  508, 

704  ;  3R.*  759 
I.    IR.*  <w)894;    2R.  1062;    3R.«  <»)234; 
Royal  Assent,  1403 


Poor  Law, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  S,  Adair),  C*')  124  ^^-^Medieal 
Relief,  Res.  1.  (Visot.  Ashley),  632,  [».  a. 
A.  3t,  N.  50.  M.  13]  665  ;  Res.  2,  t6. ;  Res. 
withdrawn,  j666  ;  JLes.  3,  ib„  [A.  J9,  N.  101, 
M.  82]  683 ;  Res.  4, 684,  [p.  q,  A.  36,  N.  98, 
M.  62]  691 

Poor  Law  (Ireland), 

I.  Returns  (Marquess  of  Lnnsdowne),  (*)  1406  ; 
(Earl  of  Luoan),  ^^  456 ;  Comm.  moved  foi( 
(Earl  of  Lucan),  ^»)  72,  [Contents  33,  Not- 
Contents  27,  M.  6]  80  ;  Papers  moved  for 
(Lord  Monteagle),  329  ;  Res.  (Lord  Mont- 
eagle),  800  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  809 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Col.  Dunne),  '^^  23,  [A. 
101,  N.  165,  M.  64]  63:  <Mr.  F.  French), 
<w)  1312  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1320 

Poor  Law  Administration  Act   Amend- 
ment Bill, 
c.  Leave,  t*)  519  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  525 

Poor  Law  Administration  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  P.  Sorope),<W  83 
/.  Returns  moved  for  (Earl  Fitzwillitin),  (M) 
365  ;  Petition  (Earl  Fitzwilliam),  (^^982 

Poor  Law  Auditors  Proceedings  Restric- 
tion Bill, 
I.  IR.*  001)568  ;  2R.*  613  ;  3R.*i6. 
c.  IR.*  614  ;  2R.*  668  ;  Rep.*  728 ;  3R.  752 
I.  Royal  Assent,  769 

Poor  Law  Bills, 
e.  Observations  (Right  Hon.  C.  BuUer),  OOO) 
924 

Poor  Law  Charges  Distribution  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  001)728 

Poor  Law  Commission,   The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  (*»)  148 

Poor  Law  Officers  Superannuation  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  W  1000  ;  Order  for  2R.  discharged, 0«) 
924 

Poor  Law  Unions  (Ireland),    . 
c.  Question  (Lieut.  Col.  Dunne),  (*^)  1065 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  O«»306  ;  2R.  787 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hen- 
ley).  801;   Adj.   Debate,  902,   924;   Com. 
1015  ;  Rep.*  1041  ;  Com.  cl,  1,  1144  ;  Rep. 
1214  ;  3R.*  1270  . 

I,  IR.*  001)  1;  2R*  188;  3R.*  568;  Royal 
Assent,  769 

Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools, 
c.  IR.*  2R.*  OOO)  306  ;  Com.  1215  ;  Com.  post- 
poned, 1222  ;  Rep.*  001)54  ;  3a.*  126 
I  IR.*  100:   2^R.*  188;  Rep.*   807;  SR.» 
305  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Poor  Relief  Bill, 
c.  1R.*<»»1000 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Scully),  <»>  219 

Poor    Relief   (Ireland)  Exter^sion  ^Act 
Amendment  —  (The    Quarter -Acre 
.    Clause)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  W)  338,  [A.  21,  N.  114,  M.  93]  361 
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Poor  Removal  (England  and  Scotland) 
Bill 
c.  IR.*  (»")  311 ;  2R.*  432 

Poor  Bemoval  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  (W424;    IR*  458;  2R*  W)  706  ; 

Rep.»CW)601;3R.*704 
/.  1R.»  <»)  744  ;    2R.*  979  ;   3R>  000)380  ;  ! 

Royal  Assent,  696 

Poor  Removal  Act  Amendment  {No,  2) 
Bill, 

c.  1R.»  000)1163;   2R>  001)54;  Rep.*  83; 

3R.*  190 
/.  IR.*  285  ;  2R .•  365  ;  Repi*  514  ;  3R.*  568 

Royal  Assent,  769 

POBTMAN,  Lord 

Public  Health,  2R.  W  1408;  Com.  <ioo)234; 
Commons'  Amends.  0<>i)  143 

Portitgal— Intervention, 
c.  (^evtion  (Mr.  Hume).  ^^^  8Q0  i-^Relations 
with,  Address   moved  (Mr.  Urquharfc),   I*) 
824  ;  House  counted  out,  826  ; — The  Protocol 
of  1847 ;  (Question  (Mr.  Hume),  tw)  059 

Posen,  Duchy  of, 

I  (Question  (Lord  Kinnaird),  <»>  1050 

Po^t  Borse  Licenses,  Ac.  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  001)  518  ;  2R.*  667 ;  Rep.*  614  ;  3R.* 

668 
/.  IR.*  668i ;  2R.*  726 ;  Rep.*  749  ;  3R.*  767  ; 
Royal  Assent,  769 

Post  Office  Communication  between  Dub- 
.  lin  and  Londpn, 
c.  (Question  (Mr.  G.  Hamilton),  C»)  417 

Post    Office  [Money    Order   Department) 
Bill, 
c.  IR.*  000)  1143  ;  2R.*  1163  ;  Rep.*  Oon  33  ; 

3R.*.  126 
I,  1 R.*  100  ;  2R.*  188  ;  Rep.*  235  ;  3R.*  307 ; 
Royal  Assent,  726 

Post  Office  Revenues, 
c.  Returns  moved  for  (Mr.  M'Gregor),  (W 1251 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1252 

Postage  on  Newspapers  ( Channel  Islands, 
itc.)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  O0i)518;2R.*667;  Rep.*  583;  3R.* 

614 
/.  IR.*  613  ;  2R.*  726  ;  Rep.*  749  ;  3R.*  767  ; 
Royal  Assent,  768 

Postal  Regulations  {United  States), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bright),  ^^^  835  ;  Observations 
(Mr.  W.  Brown),  929 

Power,  Dr.  M.,  Cork  Co. 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R  (•*^718 
Dillon,  Capt.,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  W) 

917 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  (»o»)  499 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  (»)318 
Outgoing  TenanU  (Ireland),  2R.  C»7)868 


Powis,  Earl  of  .„ 

Criminal  Law  Consolidation  (iJo.  2),  2  k.  (») 
991 

Practice  of  the  House, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  A.  StalBford),  C»)  1289 

Prcemunire,    Statute  of -^Election   and 
Consecration  of  Bishops^  ,.  - 
/.  Peticion  (Bishop  of  Exeter),  <»*)  632 

Presentations  to  Crown  Livings,  ^-s 

I.  Address  moved  (Bishop  of  Llandaff),  (W 
1199  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1211 

Princess,  Birth  of  a, 
I.  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  <»W  768 ;  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Answer,  1344  .  ./ 
c.  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  (•'J  769 

Prison  Discipline  Amendment  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  ^W  368;  Motion  negatived,  384 

Prisons  Bill, 

c.  1R.*<»)249;  2R.*  728  ;  Rep.*  1411 ;  3R.* 
Ooo)  4 

I.  IR.*  000)81  ;  2R.*  743  ;  Rep.*  894 ;  3R.* 
922  ;  Royal  Assent,  ooi)  101 

Prison,  Queen* s.  Bill 
c.  IR.*  W)  310 ;  2R.*  336  ;  Rep.*  630  ;  8R .* 

699 
./.  IR.*  768;  2R.*  891:    Rep.*    964;    3R.* 

1017;  Royal  Assent,  1054 

Private  Bills,^ 
c.  (Question  (Mr.  Aglionby),  (»)924 

Private  Business, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Rt.  Hon.  H.  Labouohere), 
C96)  221,  1417 

Privilege  Breach  of. 

Railway  Bills,  /.  OOO)  734 

c.  Observations  (Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connell),  <*) 
1389 

West  Gloucestershire  Election,c.  Comm.  moved 
for  (Mr.  Wakley),  C»)  io67  ;  Adj.  Debate, 
1353.;  Motion  withdrawn,  1354;  Petition 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges,  ib. 

Proclamation  on  Fines  { Court  of  Common 
Pleas)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  000)902;   2R.*  1041;   Rep.*   1213; 

3R.»  1270 
I.    1R.«  001)  1  :  2R.*  100;   Rep.*  141  ;  3R.* 
188  ;  Koyal  Assent,  726 

Property  Tax  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  t»^769;  2R.*  966;  Com.  1020; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  1024 ;  [0.  q,  A.  284, 
N.  73,  M.  211]  1048 ;  [0.  m.  A.  32^,  N.  12, 
M.  311]  1051  ;  Rep.*  1054  ;  3R.*  1136 

I.  IR.*  1193  ;  2R.  1344  ;  Rep.*  C98)  1  ;  3R.» 
69  ;  Royal  Assent,  259 

Protection  of  Females  ^Bill, 
I.  IR.  (»)1418;    2R.  (»)332  ;  3R.  000)339; 
Amend.  (Earl  of  Minto),  384,  {0.  m.  Con- 
tents 21,  Not-Contents  28,  M.  7]t^. 

Protection  of  Women  BiU, 
I.  IR.*  000)  463 
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Protection  of  Justices  from  Vexatious  Ac- 
tions Bill, 
c.   Leave,  CW 4 ;    1R»7;    2R.*  458;    Rep» 

t»)  170,  673;  3R.»  680 
/.  IR.*  (W)7U;   2R»   1049;   3R»  000)743; 
Royal  Assent,  C»«)  101 

Protests^ 
EvicUd  Destitute  Poor  {Ireland)  Bill,  Com- 
mons* Amends.  Ooo)  1321 
Fisheries  (Ireland),  3R.  0^)517 

Provident  AssocicUion  Fraud  Prevention 
Bill, 
I.  1R.»  COT)  1262  ;  2R.  C08)804  ;  3R.*  000)922 
c.  IR.  ooo)  1073  ;  2R.*  1270 

Prussia,  Alleged  Treaty  with, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hindley),  W)  539 

Public  Buildings — Supply, 
c.  ooi)  93 

Public  Buildings  (Ireland)  Supply, 
e.  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner),  [A.  12,  N.'  103,  M. 
91]  Ooi)  136  ;  2nd.  Amend.  [A.   38,  N.  109, 
M.  71] 137 

Public  Business, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Redesdale),  (»>  208  ;  Obser- 
vations (Earl  of  EUenborough),  1412 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Brotherton),  (»>210 

Public  Departments, 
e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Hame),  ^^^  692  ;  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  696 

Public  Health  Bill, 

c.  Leave,  (««)386  ;  IR*  424  ;  Question  (Sir  B. 
Hall),  981 ;  2R.  1022  ;  Rep.»  W>  457 ;  Com. 
C»)710;  Amend.  (Mr.  Urquhart),  711; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Spooner),  741,  [A.  64,  N. 
229,  M.  175]  ih.;  Adj.  Debate,  764;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  795  ;  r/.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  Bankes), 
16.,  [0.  a.  A.  240,  N.  71,  M.  169]  799;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Urquhart),  802;  Amend,  withdrawn, 
803  ;  Com.  872  ;  Rep.*  987  ;  Com.  Amend. 
(Col.  Sibthorp),  1172,  [0.  q.  A.  219,  N.  1,  M. 
218]  1176  ;  cl  3,  1177  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Urqu- 
hart), [A.  46,  N.  146,  M.  100]  1178  ;  cl  19, 
1212  ;  [A.  113,  N.  38,  M.  76]  1215  ;  d.  29, 
1217  ;  d.  31,1218  ;  c/.60,  ih.;d.  56, 1221;  d, 
60,  1243  ;  d.  68,  1244,  I  A.  85,  N.  19,  M.  66] 
1246  ;  d.  66,  1246 ;  d.  67,  1247 ;  d.  80, 
1248,  1414:  Rep*  1416;  C»)689;  Amend. 
(Capt.  Pechell),  690,  [0.  q,  A.  46,  N.  18, 
M.  28]  691  ;  3R.»  809 

L  IR.*  <»)986;  2R.  1403;  Com.  000)231  ; 
Amend.  (Lord  Stanley),  %b.\  Bill  referred  Iq 
Select  Comm.  236,  756  ;  3R.  898 

c.  Lords'  Amends,  OOO)  1173  ;  cl  33.  [A.  66,  N. 
35,  M.  20]  1177  ;  Smoke  Clause,  1178  ;  d. 
119,  [A.  47,  N.  62,  M.  6]  1180 

/.  Commons'  Amends,  ooi)  141  ;  Royal  Assent, 
726  ; — see  Nuisances  and  Conta^ous  Dis- 
orders Bill 

Public  Health —  Westminster, 
c.  Question  (Sir  H.  Willoughby),  (W)808 

Public  Works  {Ireland), 

c.  Returns  moved  for  (Col.  Dunne),  W)i299  ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1404 ;  Comm.  Res.  (M> 
677 


Pvhlic  Works  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  ooo)  750  ;  2R.*  868 ;  Rep.*  1065  ;  8R. 

1126 
/.  IR.*  C95)  1123;  2R.  1280  ;  Rep.  1342 ;  3R 

1344 ;  That  the   Bill  do  pass,  [Contents  6, 

Not-Contents  4,  M.  1]  1344 ;  Royml  Assent, 

1404 

Public  Woi^ks  {Ireland)  {No.  2)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  t«»673;  2R.  (100)482 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  A. 
Stafford),  ib.;  Com.  d.  1,  774,  [A.  108,  N. 
42,  M.  66]  778  ;  Rep.*  786  ;  3R.*  924 
I  IR.*  000)1015;   2R.    1127;   R«p.»  1169; 
3R.*  11 93 ;  Royal  Assent,  0«0  101 

Public  Works,  Completion  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1  R.»  W>  1312  ;  2R.*  C»)  2  ;  Rep.*  402 ;  8R.* 

452 
I.  1R.*(W486;  2R.*  633  ;  3R.*  684  ;  Royal 
Assent,  637 

Punishment  of  Death,  Repeal  of.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  (W540  ;  [A.  66,  N.  112,  M.  56]  691 

Qualification  and  Registration  of  Eledort 
(Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  C»)926,  987  ;  2R.*  1418 

Qualification  of  Members — Mr,  Harcourt, 

c.  Observations  (Mr.  Speaker),  C»)  70 

Qualifi>cation  of  Members  Bill, 
c.  IR.  C«)  162  ;  2R.  000)461 .  fiiU  withdrawn, 
463 

Quarter-Acre    Clause,   see   Poor    Belief 

Extension  (Ireland)  Bill 

Queen's  Prison  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (W)3io ;  2R.*  836  ;  Rep.*  630  ;  dR.* 

699 
L   IR.*  768  ;   2R.*  891  ;    Rep.*  964 ;  SR.» 
1017  ;  Royal  Assent,  1054 

Questions,  The  Bight  to  put, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Newdegate),  (»)  1317 

Racing  Sweeps, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Lyttelton),  W>  1200 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  W  1290  ;  (Mr.  C. 
Anstey),  001)764 

Radnor,  Earl  of 

City  of  London  Sewers,  3R,  add.  d.  0«)  769 

Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Companies, 
I   Observations    (Lord    Monteagle),   ^•)673; 
(Earl  of  Harrowby),  Ooo)  735^  1059 

Railway  Accounts,  Audit  of.  Bill, 
I  IR.  (»)  1405  ;  2R.  W  464  ;  3R.*  CW964 
c.  IR.*  (»>462;  2R.*  1143;  Amend.  (Mr.  G. 

Bankes),  1144,  [0.  q.  A.  38,  N.  100,  M.  62] 

1149 

Railway  Bills, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  the  Ezoiie- 

quer),  (»>  248 

Railway  Commission  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  0«)  110,  [A.  62.  N.  73,  M.  11]  IW 
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Railway  Commtssioners, 
L  Question  (Lord  Redesdale),  C»)676 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  G.  Bankes),  W)  1063  ;  [A.  66, 
N.  76,  M.  19]  1082 

Eailway  Gauge, 

I.  Question  (Lord  Redesdale),  (W)796 

Eailways, 
L<nuion  and  South  Wettem,  I.  Cioo)  ^86,  1069 
N<nih  Wales,  I.  Petition  (Lord  Monteagle),  (»w) 
86  ;  Observations  (Lord  Monteagle),  (»«>  783 
Privilege— Railway  BilU,  I  <iw)784 

Hallways  Bill, 

c.  Leave.  C»>  228  ;  IR.*  248  ;  2R .•  266  ;  Com. 
597  ;  cl,  7,  699 ;  Rep.  add.  cl.  (Rt.  Hon.  E. 
Strutt),  1000;  3R.*  1066;  BiU  passed, 
1067 
/.  IR*  CW1045  ;  2R.  1123;  Rep.»  1182  ;  3R.* 
1336  ;  Royal  Assent,  1404 

Eailway s  (India), 
c.  Question  (Viscount  Jocelyn),  C»>  926 

Raphael,  Mr.  A.,  St.  Albans 

Jews  DisabUities,  3R.  ^W  636 
Legacies  to  Charitable  Institutions,  Leave,  (^^) 
1222 

Batepaying  Clauses  of  Reform  Act, 
c.  Question  (Sir  W.  Clay),  («)508 

Rawdon,  Coldnel,  J.  D.,  Armagh  City 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  W)  1341 

Ray  son,  Mr.,  Case  of, 
c.    Observations    (Mr.    M.   Milnes),     C»7)849; 
House  counted  out,  866 

Real  Property  Commission, 
I.    Papers  moved  for  (Lord   Brougham),  (•*> 
1407 

Redesdale,  Lord 

Aliens,  Removal  of.   Commons'   Amends.   (^^ 

1061 
Bank  Charter  Act,  (W  63 
Bishops,  Additional,  W)  897 
Charity  Trusts  Regulation,  2R.  (>«»  901 ;  Com. 

1141 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  IR.  Amend.,  Oo*>  749, 
.  761 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  (*^ 

996 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  IR.    001)308, 

309;  2R.  483 
Election  Recognisances,   2R.   (W40O;    Com. 

448 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  Com.  ^»>  997 
Farmers'  Estate   Society  (Ireland),    2R.   0"^ 

262 
Game   Certificates    for   Killing   Hares,    Com. 

Amend.  W1167 
Great  Yarmouth    Freemen   Disfranchisement, 

2R.  C»)332 
Jesuits,  The,  CW)  269,  264 
North  Wales  Railway,  Ooo)  86 
Parliament,  Business  of,  IR.  ^^^  340 
ParUamentary    Electors,    2R.   O0i)i25;     3R. 

Amend.  376 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

(W)982;  Com.  1268;  3R.(«>249 


REY 

continued. 


RsoBSDALE,  Lord- 
Poor,  Casual,  (W)  728 

Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Res.  (»)805 

Public  Business,  ^95)  208 

Public  Health,  2R.  W1410;  Com.  0«>2S3; 
Commons'  Amends.  (>®*)  142 

Railway  Conmiissioners,  (*)  676,  679,  680 

Railway  Gauge,  (W  796 

Roman  Catholic  Prelates,  Titles  to.  Correspon- 
dence moved  for,  (*«»>  1210 

Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  2R.  (*^)  799  ; 
Com.  872 ;  add.  d.  896 

Standing  Orders,  Res.  2.  <»»>  3 

Sugar  Duties,  2R.  aoi)676 

Unlawful  Oaths  Acts  (Ireland),  2R.  (»")  64  ; 
Com.  122 

West  Indies,  The,  Address  moved,  <»>  1288 

Registration  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien),  (»)287 

Regium  Donum,  The — Supply, 
c.   C»o»)  439 ;    Amend.   (Mr.    Lushington).  ib., 
[A.  28,  N.  60,  M.  32]  467 :  Amend.  (Mr.  S. 
Crawford),  [A.  13,  N.  46,  M.  32]  468 

Relief  Money  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  F.  French),  C»)  266 

Remedies  against  the  Hundred  Bill, 
c.  1R.*(W>462;  2R.  O»)1096 

Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion  (Ireland) 
Bill, 
c.   1R.»  Cioo)469;   2R.»  683;    Com.  001)55^ 
Rep.»  618 

Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland), 

c.  Motion  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),  CW)178;  Adj. 
Debate,  OW  141,  145,  878;  Motion  Ad- 
journed, 889  ; — see  Parliament  of  Ireland 

Representative    Peers    (Scotland)    Elec- 
tion of, 
I  Motion  (Earl  of  Eglintoun),  W)  846  ;  C»)  396 

Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Institution  (Ire- 
land) Bill, 
c.  1R.»  (»»)1269;   2R.*0«»386;  Rep.*  674, 

924 ;  3R.*  1041 
I.  1R.»  Cioo)  1016  ;  2R.»  1169  ;  <»»»)  Rep.*  100  ; 
3R.*  613  ;  Royal  Assent,  769 

Reptox,  Mr.  G.  W.  J.,  St,  Albans 
Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*) 
1088 

Retrenchment,  Public 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  ^W  1420 

Revenue,  Payment  of,  into  the  Exchequer, 
c.  Res.  (Dr.  Bowring).  W  127,  [A.  66.  N.  64, 
M.  1]  133  ;  [0.  q.  A.  66,  N.  61,  M.  6]  134 

Reynolds,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 

British  Spirits  Warehousing,  Com.  Instruction, 
001)595 

Canada,  Emigration  to,  ^^  967 

Commercial   Distres — The    Currency,    Comm. 

moved  for.  C»*)643,  1043,  1176 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Leave.  Amend. 

Adj.  (»)362;  Com.  964 
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JR.BTNOLDS,  ^.J. — continued. 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  I/eave,  ^^^ 

46;    Com.  159,  231  ;   d,  3,  377;  Proviso, 

Amend.  424 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

3R.  Cioi)i527 
IJducation  (Ireland)  Address  moved»  Ooi)  364 
Ejection  of  Tenants  (Ireland),  W)  862  ;  Address 

moved,  1008,  1145 
Habeas  Corpus   Suspension   (Iri^land),   Leave, 

(100)  737 

Income  Tax  (Ireland),  W>  762 

Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  OW)  1010, 1012 

Ireland,  State  of,  CW)326 

Jews  Disabilities,  Com,  C»^  1245 

Ministers*  Money  (Ireland),  Res,  (^321 

Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland)— (The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause,  Leave,  ^^^  354 

Public  Health,  Leave,  <»>  420 

Public  Works  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for, 
(97)  1302 

Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  <•*> 
777 

Repeal  of  the  Union,  .000)141,  143,  145,  878 

Rum  Duties,  Comm.  Ooo)  544 

Ryan,  Right  Rev.  Dr.,  (»)  935 

Savings  Banks,  Com.  ooi)  666 

State  Trials  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for,  ^•^^ 
1328 

Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 
(100)693 

RiCARDO,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Stoke-upon- Trent 
Business  of  the  Seswon,  000)523 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^  443 
India,  Foreign  Trade  with,  (»>  705 
Navigation  Laws,  Coram,  moved  for,  ^^^  1040  ; 

Res.C»>631 
Railways,  Com.  d.  7,  (•*>603 

Rice,  Mr.  E.  R.,  Dovor 

Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  .(•')  481 

Marriage.  Law  of,  (»)373 

Parliament  (Ireland),  Ooo)  886 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  (»oo)902 

I'ublic  Health,  Com.  C98)723 

Richmond,  Duke  of 

Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  (w>283 

Chartist  Demonstrations,  (W  239 

Clerk  Assistant,  The,  Res.  W)  2 

Corn  Averages,  («)  328 

Com  Laws,  W  724,  726 

Foreign  Sheep,  Returns  moved  for,  ooo)  553 

Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  (*> 

1168 
Great  Yarmouth    Freemen   Disfranchisement, 

2R.(W332 
Ireland,  State  of.  Return  moved  for,  (»^594 
Juvenile  Offenders,  Petition,  Ooo)  82 
Marines,  Royal — Good  Conduct  Warrants,  Ooo)  1 
Medals,  Military  and  Naval,  C»)  1051;  (W)  1017; 

CW) 666,  506 
National  Expenditure,  Returns  moved  for,  (W 

1233 
Parliament,  Business  of,  IR.  ^^  340 
Poor,  Casual,  CW)  727 
Poor  I^w  (Ireland),  Res.  (»>805 
Public  Health,  Com.  (»oo)  234 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  IR.  CW)  170  ; 

2R.  796  ;  Com.  892,  add.  ci.899 


Bio  de  la  Plata — Blockade  of  the, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Baring),  tW  967;   (Mr. 
Ewart),  1437;  (Mr.  DisraeU),  WM;  (Mr. 
Robmson),  CW)7fe4 

Biots  in  the  Metropolis, 

I.  Observations  (Marquess  of  Salisbury),,  W) 
331 ;  Question  (Marquess  of  Northamptbn), 
(w>  70 ;  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  «•> 
235,331 
c.  Question  (Mr.  M.  Milnes),  312 ;  (Sir  W. 
Clay),  (•7)638;  (Sir  J.  Wabh),  1358;  (Mr. 
Bright)^  (W)6;  (Mr.  G.  Thompson),  C»)  337, 
502 

Biver  Steamboats, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Lushington),  Cioo)811 

R0BARTE8,  Mr.  T.  J.  A.,  Cornwall,  E, 
Copper  Ore  Duties,  Com.  moved  for,  C")  438 

Robinson,  Mr.  G.  R.,  Poole 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  C^)  188 
Budget,  The— Financial  Statement,  C»)9i38 
Commercial  Distress — The   Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  C»)  446, 1171 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  Com.  9«>)  724 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  8R.  (»>  979 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  001)504 
Income  and  Expenditure,  (••)  1370 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  (•^221,  269 
Jews  Disabilities,  3R.  C^)  639 
Mitchel,  John,  001)628 
Navigation  Laws,  The,  (W  3 ;  W)  1209 ;  Comm. 

moved  for,  C98)  990,  1024;  Res.  C»)64,  65, 

180,  181,  183,213;  OOOgs 
Navy  Estimates,  (WlOiO 
Property  Tax,  Com.  ^^^  1024 
Rio  de  la  Phita,  W)  734 
Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (W)  71, 112 
Sugar  Duties.  W)  1315.  Comm.  Res.  OOO)  35 
Tobago,  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  tW546 

Roche,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Cork  Co, 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech.  ^^"^  86 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Creland),  2R.  (»)923 
Ejection  of  Tenants  ( Ireland),  C»7)  860;  Address 

moved,  1007 
Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved,  <W  604 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  W^  486 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  W)  70G,  763 
Mitchel,  John,  Trial  of,  (»)  8,  86 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  (W877 
I'arliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  <•*> 

784,  792,  794 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland) — (The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause),  Leave,  (W^  352 

Rochester,  Bishop  of 

Hampden,   Dr. — The   Bishops'  Remonstrance, 
(»n339 

RoDEN,  Earl  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (*>  5S 
Ecclesiastical  Unions  and  Divisions  of  iParishef 

(Ireland),  C»)  1306 
Farmers'  Estate  Society  flroland),  2R.  C»W>257 
Incumbered  Est,itcs  (Ireland),  2R..^W>  1251 
Railway  Companies  and  Steam  Boats,  ("'  675 
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Boman  CcUholic  Absolution, 

I.  Petitions  (liOrd  Brougham),  C^)  UOo 

Roman  Catholic  Bulls, 

I.  Petition  (Bishop  of  St.  Asaph),  C»)  674 

JRoman  Catholic  Charitable  Trusts  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  t»>  211;  IR.*  220 

Baman  CcUholic  Prelates,  Titles  of, 
I,  Correspondence  moved  for  (Lord  Bedesdale), 
(100)  1210 

Boman  Catholic  Belief  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  (»> 211 ;  IR.*  220  ;  2R.  800,  [A.  168, 
N.  135,  M.  33]  852 ;  Com.  Amend.  (Hon.  C. 
Law),  C96)701,  [o.  q.  A.  186,  N.  154,  M.  32] 
757;  W>314;  cl.  1,  Amend.  (Sir  R.  fl.  In- 
glis),  315,  [o.  g.  A.  94,  N.  59,  M.  35]  316  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Henley),  317,  [o.  q.  A.  151,  N. 
119,  M.  32]  324;  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  Law), 
{r,p.  A.  124,  N.  175,  M.  51]  328;  Instruc- 
tion (Hon.  C.  Law),  C»)  134,  [A.  142,  N.  129, 
M.  13]  165  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  A.  Staflford),  [r.  p. 
A.  Ill,  N.  161,  M.  50]  168;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Goring),  1291,  [o.  q.  A.  102,  N.  76,  M.  26] 
1302  ;  cl.  1,  [r.  ».  A.  106,  N.  110,  M.  4]  1303, 
[o.  q.  A.  113,  N.  113,  M.  0]  ih.\  cl.  inserted, 
1305.  [r.  p.  A.  110,  N.  Ill,  M.  1]  ib.  ;  Cioo) 
579  ;  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  Law),  i6.;  [o.  q.  A. 
40,  N.  86.  M.  46]  580 

Borne,  Diplomatic  Relations  with, 
I.  Observations  (Lord  Stanley),  C«*>  1052 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  U.  Inglis),  CM)  025 

Borne,  Diplomatic  Belations  with, 

I.  IR.  («>  169;  Observations  (Earl  of  Eglin- 
toun),  284  ;  2R.  760  ;  Com.  Amend.  (Bishop 
of  Winchester),  872;  (Earl  of  Eglintoun), 
876  ;  [Contents  67.  Not-Contents  64,  M.  3] 
896 ;  add.  cl  (Duke  of  Wellington),  ib. ; 
(Lord  Redesdale),  ib. ;  d.  withdrawn,  809  ; 
add.  cl.  (Duke  of  Richmond),  ib,-,  cl.  with- 
drawn, ib.  ;  Report,  982  ;  3R.  1384 

c.  IR.*  CW)161  ;  2R.  001)201  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C. 
Anstey),  204,  [o.  q.  A.  125,  N.  46,  M.  79] 
234  ;  Com.  487  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  ib. ; 
Amend.   Adj.  (Lord  J   Russell),  [A.  73,  N. 

'  28,  M.  45]  496;  Adj.  Debate,  498  ;  Amend. 
Adj.  (Mr.  Goring),  [A.  32,  N,  103,  M.  71] 
508  ;  To.  0.  A.  Ill,  N.  34,  M.  77]  509  ;  cl.  1, 
Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  511  ;  Amend,  ueg. 
1*6.;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Pearson),  i6.,  [A.  30, 
N.  93,  M.  63]  514;  Amend,  (Mr.  J.  O'Con- 
nell),  [A.  8,  N.  104,  M.  96]  ib.  ;  Rep.»  567; 
3R.  615  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  ib.,  [o.  q.  A. 
88.  N.  25,  M.  63]  628 

/.  Royal  Assent.  768 

RoMiLLT,  Sir  J.,  see  Solicitor  General, 
The. 

Bum,  Differential  Duties  on, 
c.  Question  (Sir  L.  O'Brien),  (»>  1002,  1079 

Bum  Duties, 

c.  Comm.  OW  534 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Fagan), 
541,  [A.  75,  N.  1 68,  M.  93]  558;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Monaell),  [r.  p.  A.  48,  N.  127,  M.  79]  560  ; 
Amend.  (Colonel  Dunne),  [A.  48,  N.  125.  M. 
77]  561 ;  [p  q,  A.  116.  N.  37,  M.  79]  ib. 
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Bum,  Ac,  Duties  Bill, 
c.  lR.»(»oo)696;  2R.»757;  Rep.*  924;  aR.» 

1041 
I.IR*  Cioo)  1069;    2R.   1163;    Rep.*  1193; 
3R.  (w»)  1  ;  Royal  Assent,  101 

RrsHOUT,  Capt.  G.,  Worcestershire,  E, 
Bewdley,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for.  C») 
175 

Russell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.,  London 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  <*>  177 
Adjournment,  CW)  142I,  1431 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  (»)  508  ;  3R.  860 
Army  Estimates,  («^  1177 
Ballot,  The,  Uoo)  1245 
Borough  Elections,  (No.  2),  2R.  CW)  1192  ;  Com. 

cl.  1,(»)709 
Bribery  and  Corruption,  (*'  211 
Budget,   The— Financial    Statement,   t««)  900. 

929,930,  1429,  1431  ;  (»oi)561 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  from  Madrid.  <*^ 

1412,  1413;  (»)378,389 
Business  of  the  House,  (»)  251  ;  ^^  968 
Business  of  the  Session,  000)512,530;  Ooi)  671. 

692,  707 
Canterbury,  Archbishop  of.  Revenue  of  the.  (*> 

542 
Cathedrals  and  Collegiate  Churches.  Address 

moved,  CM)  1099 
Chartist  Demonstrations,  (*>  18 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  CW)  5  ;  Report.  287, 297 
Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (»*>135l  ;  Nomination  of  Comm.  1442 
Church  Propertv,  Address  moved,  tioo)  1034 
Church  Rates,  («*)  1233 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee. 

W1194,  1310 
Colonies  —  Omitted  Correspondence.   Address 

moved,  001)133,  135 

Colonies,  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the,  C*) 

149  ;  Assistant  Under  Secretary,  228 
Commercial   Distress — The    Currency.  Comm. 

moved  for,  C9*>657,  628,  1168,  1431 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Leave,  ooo)  470  . 

2R.    604,   606;    Com.    1154;   O0O64,   77; 

Rep.  200 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland).  Leave.  (^)  302  ; 

3R.  986,  989 
Crown  and  Government  Security,   Leave,  (W 

38,  ^  ;  2R.  122,  128  ;  Com.  163.  236  ;  d. 

4,  428  ;  3R.  472 
Denmark  and  the  Duchies,  <*)  83d 
Derbv,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  <•*) 

406;    C99)  1083,    1084;    Amend.  OW  242 ; 

Amend.  Adj.  00»)  196 
Derby,  The— Adjournment,  tW  1263 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome.  2R.  OOi)  2I6  ; 

Com.  492 ;   Amend.  496,  508,  509 ;  c/.   1. 

511,519,522 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Res.  <*^)  1111 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  001)359 
Emigration,  000)1172 
Episcopal  Revenues.  (^  1284,  1291 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  (»oi)656 
Expenditure  of  the  Colonies,  Comm.  moved  for. 

CW)  1079 
Foreign  Policy,  Papers  moved  for.  (••^  293 
France,  Revolution  in,  C«)  1389 
Franchise,  The,  (»>  171 
Habeas   Corpus   Suspension  (Ireland).  Leave, 

OOO)  696 
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RussBLL,  Rt.  Hon,  Lord  J, — continued. 
Hampden,  Dr. — The  Bighops*   Remonstrance, 

(«»)  966 
Horsham,  Borough  of^  New  Writ  moved  for,  CW^ 

1139,    1141,  1142;  <»)484,  836,  837,  840; 

(W)  341 
Hudson's  Bay  Company-^Vancouyer's  Island, 

000)511 
Income  and  Expenditure,  (W 1358 
Income   Tax— Ways  and  Means,  (W  222,  511  ; 

Report,  775 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  (W  4 ;  2R.  <^) 

1197 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  000)937,  1999 
Ireland,  State  of,  (»^  1205 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  <^> 

1234,   1276,  1290,   1369,    1394,  1401  ;  IR. 

1421 ;   2R.  W)  220  ;  Com.  W)  1215,  1245  ; 

3R.  (»>661 
Juries  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  Ooo)  732 
Leicester  Borough,  New  Writ  moved  for,  t*> 

681,686;  000)155 
Minto,  Earl  of,  Mission  of,  W)  1143 
Mitchel,  John,  Trial  of,.W2,  3,  4,  8 
National  Defences,  (•»  966,  1231  ;  CW3 
National  Representation,  ^-W)  915 
Native  Industry,  (W810^  812,  815 
Navigation  Laws,  W)  1209  ;  Res.  001)57 
Navy  Estimates.  (»>  1003, 1005, 1010  ;  WO  791 ; 

000)1302,  1310;  (»o»^90 
Neapolitan  Affairs,  ooi)  432,  433 
Oaths  of  Members,  <«W  171,  336,»837 
Ordnanae  Estimates,  X^)  1067 
Parkhui-st  Prison^Supply,  C»)  1433.  1434 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  (M>  200 
Parliament  (Ireland),  <»oo)  887 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R« 

OOW 135 

Parliamentary  Reform,  i*M311 

Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  <»oi)631 

Poor    Law   Administration   Act    Amendment, 

Leave,  <CW  522 
Poor  Law  Commission,  The,  W)  148 
Post  Office  Revenues,  Returns  moved  for,  <^) 

1251 
Princess,  Birth  of  a.  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 

(07)769 
Privilege  —  West    Gloucestershire    Election^ 

Comm.  moved  for,  (*>  1076 
Public  Health,  Com.  W720;  c/.  1.  799,  876, 

1173 ;  cl.  3,  1178,  1181, 1182 ;  cL  19,  1214 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for. 

W)1303;  2R.  000)498 
Railway  Commission,  Leave,  ooo)  124 
Ratepaying  Clauses  of  the  Reform  Act,  C*>  509 
Rum,  DifTerential  Duties  on,  <«  1003,  1004, 

1005,  1011,  1024 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  The  late,  Res.  (••)602 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved,  ^V)  998 
Sophia,  Princess,  Death  of  the,  Address  moved, 

(»)3 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Correspondence  with,  C*^)  603 
Spanish  Ambassador,  Departure  of  the,  (<*)  681 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  C«o)8 
Stamford  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^>  966, 

1235 
SUte  Trials  (Ireland),  Retuma  moved  for.  C9S) 

1325 
Sugar  Duties,  C»)  821,  832,  1123,  1136,  1147, 

1383,   1396,  1427,   1469  ;  Comm.  Res.  Ooo) 

300,  334, 357,  370,  376 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  OOO)  io62,  1063 
Sugar  Duties,  3R.  add.  el.  001)385 


RussBLL,  Rt.  Hon.  Loni  J. — coniinued. 
Supply,  C95)  269,  270 ;— Public  BuUdhigs,  0»» 
97  ;--The  Treasury,  140  ;— Education,  262  ; 
— Salaries  of  Professors  at  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, 305  ; — Labuan,  312  , — The  Regium 
Donum,  442.  444,  453,  457  ;— Distress  (Ire- 
land), 463 
Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  (M)55a 
Unlawful  War-making,  C»oi)86 
Urquhart  Correspondence,   The.  Amend.  Ooo) 

1119 
Vancouver's  Island,  001)299,  315 
Vernon,  Mr.,  his  Gift  to  the  Nation,  (w>  1261 
Wes^  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  (oo)  729, 785 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  C00)1280. 
1292' 

Mussia  and  Turkey, 
ff.  Observations  (Mr.  Uri^uhart).  i«)909 

RuTHERFuju).  Right  Hon.  A.,  see  Advo- 
cate, The  Lord 

Ryan,  Rt.  Rev.  Dr., 

e.  Observations  (Mr.  Monsell),  Co»)928 

Sadlier.  Mr.  J..  Carlow  Bo. 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  ^*>  161 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave. 
lOoo)  721 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  ^^^^  385  ; 

Rep.  588 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  (W  61 
Mortality  (Ireland),  W)  1355 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  (^)890 
Rum  Duties.  Comm.  Ooo)  559 

St.  Asaph.  Bishop  of 

Roman  Catholic  Bulls,  <>»)  674 

St.  David's,  Bishop  of 

Crown    Livings,    Presentations    to.    Address 

moved,  COO)  1208 
Diocesan  Schools,  CW  157 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  C^)  1357,  1334 
Praemunire,  Statute  of— Election  and  Conse- 
cration of  Bishops,  ^^^  950 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with.  2R.  <^)  773 ; 
Com.  873 ;  3R.  1385 

St.  George,  Mr.  C,  Galway  Co. 
Explanation,  c»7)  1257 

Public  Works  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  for. 
iV) 1302 

St.  Germans,  Earl  of 

Church  Pluralities  (Ireland),  (W 1344 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  ^^^  1205 
Crown  a^d  Government  Security,  2R.  '••>  505. 

507 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1. 

<»)  998,  1000;  That  the  Bill  do  pass.  Amend. 

1166 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (»>  1382 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  ^o*>  865 
New  Zealand  Grovernment,  2R.  W)  21 
Poor  Uw  (Ireland),  C»7)  456 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  <»>  1280 
Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Compsnies,  Ooo)785 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with.  2R.  ^>  798 


^AI 


SAV 


{INDEX} 


SCH 


SCO 


St.  Vincent,  Earl  of 
Sugar  Duties,  2R.  <"»  683 

Salaries  in  Public  Departments, 
I.  Beturns  moved  for  (Earl  of  EUenboi ough), 
V^  1114  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1128 

Sale  of  Beer  Regulation  Bill, 
I  1R.»  («W)234  ;  2R.  600  ;  3R*  Ooo)380 
c.  IR.*  OW>469  ;  2R.»  674;  Eep.*  877  ;  3R. 

1096;  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  Berkeley),  [o.  q.  A. 

69,  N.  24,  M.  35]  ib.;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  T. 

M.  Gibson),  [o.  q.  A.  68,  N.  25,  M.  33]  1097; 

d.  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [o.  q,  A.  34,  N. 

44,  M.  10]  t6.;  Bill  passed,  1098 
I.  Royal  Assent,  C»oi>  loi 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
Copyhold    Enfranchisement     Extension,     2R. 

Amend.  CW)994 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Cora.  ^^^  1207 
Trafalgar  Square,  Riots  in,  CtT)  331 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of 

Bishops,  Additional,  ^^  896 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with.  Com.  add. 
cZ.  CW898 

Salmon  Breed  Preservation  Bill, 
e,  ill*  (i«»)510;  2R.*  642  ;  3R.*  924 
/.  1R.»  Oos)ioi6;  2R.*  1126;    Rep.«  1169; 
3R.*  1193 ;  Royal  Assent,  ("D  loi 

Salwey,  Colonel  H.,  Ludlow 
Church  Rates,  CW 1233 

Sandars,  Mr.  G.,  Wakefield 
Agricultural  Statistics,  i^>  639 
Commercial   Distress — The   Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  (»)  578 
Corn  and  Navigation  Laws,  (•*>  967 
Income  Tax — ^Ways  and  Means,  W>  476 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  cl.  1, 

(100)1146 

Sanitary  Regulations,  see  Public  Health 
Bill 

Sasines,  Register  of  (Scotland),  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  000)1113;  2R.»  1103;  Rep.»  001/54, 

3R.»  83 
/.  1R.»  001)83;  2R.»  188;  Rep.*  235;  3R.* 

807  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Sattara,  Rajah  of, 
t.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  (W  252 ;  (Mr.  G. 
Thompson),  699  ;  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  G. 
Thompson),  ^^  1391  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr. 
Hume),  1406 ;  Motion  (Mr.  G.  Thompson), 
O^iO  728  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  749 

Savings  Banks  Bill, 

t.  IR.*  001)  518;  2R.  587;  Com.  659;  Amend. 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck)|  662,  [0.  a  A.  49,  N.  21, 
M.  28]  667;  d.  7^  Amend,  (\fr.  Wodehouse), 
ib.;  [0.  q.  A.  30,  N.  11,  M.  19]  6«8 ;  Rep.» 
ib.;  3R>  728 

I.  1R.»  726;  2R;»  749;  Rep.»  767;  3R.«  768; 
Royal  Assent,  790 


Schleswig-Holstein, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  J.  WUson),  C»)  414;  Observa- 
tions (Mr.  Disraeli),  609;  Question  (Mr.  Ur- 
quhart),  605,  835  ;  (Mr.  P.  Howard),  1414; 
(Mr.  DisraeU),  O00)808;  001)562 

Schools,  Diocesan, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Lyttelton),  W)  153 

Schoolmasters  ( Scotland), 
I,  Petition  (Lord  Wharnoliflfe),  («>  1171 

Schoolmasters  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  (w^  11 14;  IR.*  t6. 

Scientific  Societies  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  («)826 ;  2R.«  926  ;  Rep.*  1234 

Scotland, 

Banking,  e.  Question  (Col.  Mure),  ^^^  268 ; 
Observations  ^Mr.  J.  A.  Smith),  860 

Births,  Registering  of,  see  Births  Registering 
(Scotland)  Bill 

Edinburgh  Pi^ice,  see  Edinburgh  Police  Amend- 
ment, ^c..  Bill 

Education— Supply,  c.  Ooi)  269 

Entail,  Law  of,  see  Entail,  Law  of(Scotlcmd), 
Bill 

Entailed  Estates,  e.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Coch- 
rane) C»)  211 

Free  Church,  I.  Petitions  (Marquess  of  Bread- 
albane).  000)306 

Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  see  Oame 
Certificates  for  Killing  Hares    (Scotland) 

Justiciary,  Court  of,  see  Justiciary,  Court  of 

(Scotland)  Bill 
Lunatic  Asylums,  see  Lunatic  Asylums  (Scot- 

land)  Bill 
Marriages,  see  Marriages  (Scotland)  Bill 
Poor  Removal,  see  Poor  Removal  (England  and 

Scotland)  Bill 
Representative  Peers,  Election  of,  I.  Motion 

(Earl  of  Eglmtoun),  (W  846  ;  <»)  396 
Sasihes,  Register  of,  see  Sasines,  Register  of 

(Scotland)  Bill 
Sc/ioolmasters,    see  Schoolmasters    (Scotland) 

Bill 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship,  see   Sites  for 

Places  of  Worship  (Scotland)  Bill 


Scott,  Hon.  F.,  Berwickshire 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  <•) 

206 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  006)1170 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm 

moved  for,  »» 1042 
Jews  Disabilities,  3R.  (•»)636 
Juvenile  Population,  <*^  461 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  (*»  69 
New  South  Wales,  C*^  368 
New  Zealand  Government,  Com.  <*>>  369  ;  d.  4, 

622 
Sites  for  PUces  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

C«)  1167  ;<»>  497 
RaUways,  Com.  d.  7,  <~>  603 
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ScROPE,  Mr.  G.  P.,  Stroud 
Adjournment — Ireland,  Ac,  ^^^  1426 
Crime  and  Outrage  (^Ireland),  Leave,  (^^  343 ; 

Com.  944 
Ejection  of  Tenants  (Ireland),  W)  356,    867, 

858  ;  Address  moved,  1006,  1014, 1144 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  3R.  (•8>  803 
Exemption   of  Small  Tenements  from  Rating 

(Ireland),  Leave,  (W  1306 
Farmers*  Estate  Society  (Ireland),   Com.  cl. 

13,  Amend,  tioo)  104I 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  Cioo)  935 
Ireland.  State  of,  ^312,  318 
Medical  ReUef,  Res.  (9D  686 
Navigation  Laws,  W)  1212 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  Leave,  W)  311  ; 

2R.  1340 
Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  (»m)629 
Poor  Law  Administration  (Ireland),  (*>  83 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland) — (The   Quar- 
ter Acre  Clause),  Leave,  W>  343 
Supply— Distress  (Ireland),  (»»»)  463 
Tenants  at  Will  (Ireland),  Com.  (W  082 
Waste  Lands  (Ireland),  Leave,  W)  1363  ;  Com. 

000)891 

Scully,  Mr.  F.,  Tivperary 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  ^*)  961 
Habeas   Corpus   Suspension  (Ireland),   Leave, 

(100)  742 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  W)  1341 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  (»)219 

Seamen,  Supply  of 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Hon.  Capt.  Harris),  CW) 
1262  ;  Motion  neg.  1263 

Seeley,  Mr.  C,  Lincoln 
Financial  Statement,  (W  1449 

Selkirk,  Earl  of 
Marriages  and  Births  (Scotland),  2R.  Amend. 
C»)671 

Serjeant-at-Arms,  The, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Hume),  C^  1408 

Serjeant-at-Arms,  The  late 
e.  Res.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  (»)  602 

Session,  Business  of  the, 

€.    Observations  (Lord  J.  Russell),  000)5125 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  Ooi)  669 

Settlement,  Law  of, 
c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  C»)  211 

Sewers,  City  of  London,  Bill, 
e.  1R.«  <»)468;  2R.*  001)126;    Rep.*  269; 

3R.*  486 
I.   1R.»   464;    2R.*   749;    Rep.»   767;    3R. 

769  ;  add.cl  (Earl  of  Radnor),  ib  [Contents 

4,  Not-Contents  6,  M.  1]  t6.;  Royal  Assent, 

790 

Sewers,    Metropolitan     Commission    of, 
Consolidation  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  <*w>614;    House  counted  out,  616  ; 
1R.»  000)696;    2R.»  1143;   Rep.*Ooi)83, 
190  ;  3R.*  269 
I.  IR.*  307;   2R.*  466;  Rep.»  568;  3R.  613; 
Royal  Assent,  768 


Seymer,  Mr.  H.  K.,  Dorsetshire 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  3R.  <*>  466 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  <••' 

628 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (M)  431 
Leicester^  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

c»)  686  ;  OOO)  155 
Sugar  Duties,  C»>  868 

Yarmouth,  Great,  Election,  Report,  ^••J  641 
Yarmouth,  Great,  Freemen  Disfraochiaement, 

Com.  cl.  1,  (W  698 

Seymour,  Lord,  Totness 
Episcopal  Revenues,  W>  1273 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  W)  818 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  tW  3 

**  Shearwater,^'  Officers  of  H.  M.  Ship, 
c.  Observations  (Rt.   Hon.  Sir  G.   Grey),^*> 
1289 

Sheep,  Foreign, 
I.  Returns  moved  for  (Duke  of  Richmond),  0<^> 
663 

Sheep,   itc.    Contagious  Disorders  Pre- 
vention Bill, 
c.  1R.»  000)1143;    2R.»  OODgS;  Rep.*  144, 

311  :  3R.*376 
I.  1R.»  464;    2R.*  668;   Rep.«  613;   3R.* 
726  ;  Royal  Assent,  769 

Sheep,  <fcc..  Importation  of  Prohibition, 
BiU, 
c\  IR.  000)1143;  2R.*  OW)83;    Rep.*  143  ; 

3R.  146 
I.  IR.*  188;    2R.*668;    Rep.*  618 ;   3R.* 
726  ;  Royal  Assent,  769 

Sheil,  Right  Hon.  R.  L.,  Dungarvon 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  from  Madrid,  ^^^ 

366 
Decimal  Coinage,  (W  470 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

3R.  001)  626 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  (•^1091 
Foreign  Policy— Treaty  of  Adrianople,  (••)  1206, 

1226 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (»>  271 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Res.  (•8>328 
Roman    CathoUo    Relief,    2R.   (»)823,  846; 

Com.  CW  761 ;   cl.  1,  (»"  319,  323,  326,  32^, 

328 ;  (W  163 

Sheridan,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Shaftesbury 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (•'^ 
1139 

Shipping — Official  Returns^ 
c.  Observations  (Lord  G.  Bentinok),  C»)  1439 

Shipwrecks  and  Collisions  of  Merchant 
Vessels, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for,  ^*)  668 

Shipwrecks  on  the  Shetland  Islands, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Anderson),  ^^  103d 

Shrewsbury,  Earl  of 

Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with.   Com.    ^••^ 

873,  886,  894  ;  add.  cl.  898 
Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland),  Com.  Ooi)  loi,  122 
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SiBTHORP,  Oolonel  C.  D.  W.,  Lincoln 
Adjournment,  i»*>  1428 
Army  Estimates,  C96)  lo^l  ;  (W)  neo 
Ballot,  The,  doo)  i244 
Borough   Elections,    2R.    Amend.    («>  1187 ; 

Com.  Amend.  1435,  1445 
Borough   Elections  (No.  2),  Com.  Amend.  ^*) 

692, 693 
Budget.    The— Financial   Statement,   («)  941, 

1444,  1447 
Cathedral    and   Collegiate   Churches,  Address 

moved,  CW) 1095 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  Report,  (W)  293 
Commercial  Distress — The    Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  CM)  1031,  1168 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  Amend. 

(»«»606  ;  Com.  Amend.  916;  001)30,  65 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),    Com.  add.  cL 

(86)  962 
Crown  and   Government    Security,   Com.   ^^^ 

157   . 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Res.  (•»)  122 
Exchequer,  Payment  of  the  Revenue  into  the, 

Res.  (W)  131 
Expenditure  of  the  Colonies,  Comm.  moved  for, 

C»)1079 
Framework  Knitters,  Conmi.  moved   for,  ^^^ 

1112 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  2R.  ^^^ 

330  ;  Com.  C»)  533 ;  That  the  Bill  be  en- 
grossed, C*^  474 
Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the,  t^ave.  Amend.  C97) 

951 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  Postponement  of  2R., 

(»)  828 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  ^^  530 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  IR.  C»>  1421 
Navy  Estimates,  (»>  1001 
"  No  House,"  The,  C«)  593 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(«»)  1334 
Private  Business,  Comm.  moved  for,  (^^  225 
Public  Health,  Leave,  («>  403  ;  Com.  (»>  710  ; 

cL    1,  796,  802,   872;   Amend.   875,   1172, 

1176;  c/.  3,  1181,  1182 
Railways,  Leave,  ^^^  238  ;  Com.  597 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  cl.  1,  Amend.  ^97) 

330 
Window  Duties,    Repeal    of   the,   Leave,    (*> 

1269 

Sicily ^  Alleged  Interference  in  the  Affairs 

of. 
I,  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  Ooo)  1126  ;  Ad- 
dress moved  (Lord  Stanley),  1193  ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  1208  ; — see  Italj/ — Naples 


Sidney,  Mr.  Aid.  T.,   Stafford 
China,    Commercial    Relations    with.    Papers 

moved  for,  <**>  447 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  W)  555 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  t*W 

241 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  W)  455 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  c/.  1, 

C1W1148;  Rep.  1214 
Public  Health,  Leave,  W)  418 


Simeon,  Mr.  J.,  Isle  of  Wight 
Jews'  DisabUities,  Com.  CW)  1227 


Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scx>tland) 
Bin, 
c.  IR*  (W)  452  ;  2R.  1150,  [A.  80.  N.  25,  M. 
55]  1158  ;  Com.  ib.  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Coch- 
rane), C»)476,  [0.  q.  A.  84,  N.  59,  M.  25] 
498  ;  (iw)  137  ;  cl.  1,  138  ;  Amend.  (Hon.  J. 
Elliot),  i6.,  [0.  q.  A.  58,  N.  55,  M.  3]  139  ; 
add.  cl.  (Hon.  J.  ElUot),  140,  [A.  46,  N. 
58,  M.  12]  16.  ;  Rep.»481  ;  8R.610  ;  Amend. 
(Sir  J.  Graham),  [0.  q.  A.  59,  N.  98,  M.  39] 
613 

Slaney,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Shrewsbury 
Business  of  the  Session,  (^w)  529 
Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

CW)  1086 
Framework  Knitters,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^ 

1108 
Income  Tax — Ways  and   Means,  Report,  <W 

771 
Juvenile  Population,  W)  452 
Public  Health,  Leave,  C98)  411  .   Com.  (W766, 

875 ;  d.  66,  1246 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  W)314 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  Cioo)  452 

Slave  Trade,  The, 

I.  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  (»>  207 ;  Re- 
turns moved  for  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  (*> 
1037  ;  Address  moved  (Lord  Denman),  O0»> 
365  ;  Motion  neg.  374 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Ilutt),  (»)1091  ;  Ad- 
dress moved  (Mr.  Baillie),  W)  971,  [0.  q,  A. 
216,  N,  80,  M.  136]  1004  .—Correspondence 
moved  for  (Mr.  Urquhait),  t»o»)  175 

Slaioe  Trade  Committee, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Hutt),  CW)  1167,  1197 

Slave  Trade  (Equator)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  001)259  ;  2R.*  311  ;  Rep.»  518  ;  3R.* 

614 
/.  IR.*  668  ;  2R.*  726  ;  Rep.»  749  ;  3R.*  767  ; 

Royal  Assent,  769 

Slave  Trade  (Muscat)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  Ooi)  259  ;  2R.»  311  ;  Rep.»  583  ;  3R.* 

668 
I  1R.»  726;    2R.«  749;    Rep.*  767;  3R.« 

768  ;  Royal  Assent,  789 

Slaves,  Murder  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Baillie),  CW)  70O 

Sligo,  Borough  of, 
c.  New  Writ  moved  for  (Mr.  A.  Stafford),  <"' 
1411 

Sligo,  Election, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  0.  Gore),  <">  1236; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1243 

Small  Debts  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (»)  283  ;  2R.  595  ;  Bill  put  off,  596 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  R.  V.,  Northampton 
Army  Estimates,  C»^m63 
Business  of  the  Session,  OW)  520 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee, 

(») 1207 
Episcopal  Revenues,  W>  1280 
Exchequer,  Payment  of  the  Revcnae  into  the, 

Res.  W  138 
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Smith,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  V. — continued. 

Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  CW  608 

Juvenile  Population,  (^^  463 

New  Zealand  Government,  Leave,  t**)  1014 ; 
Com.  cL  4,  <»)  609 

Paasengers'  Bill,  2R.  W 1031 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  0«»  912 ; 
Com.  cl.  1,  1150 

Railway  Commission,  Leave,  ^^w)  i23 

Railway  Commissioners,  C»7)  1071 

Sligo  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^*)  1241 

Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  ooo)  14 

Supply— Kafir  War,  (»>  1377  ;— PubUc  Budd- 
ings, 0«»>  93 

Vernon,  Mr.,  his  Gift  to  the  Nation,  («>  1260 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Chichester 
Banks,  (Scotland),  C»)860 
Cochrane,  Mr.,  his  Procession,  ^^^  537 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  ("Desi 
Savings  Banks,  Com.  ^»o»)  667 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  <»>  4 
Supply— Civil  Contingencies,  (1^)459 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stirling 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  (»)  1158 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  ^^  387 
National  Representation,  <"»)  202 

Smoke  Prohibition  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  W328  ;  2R.*  1170  ;  3R.»  W  234 
c,  1R.*C1«)902 

Smyth,  Mr.  J.  G,,  York 

Chartist  Petition,  The,  Report,  (*^)  292 

Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  D.  Dundas), 
Sutherlandshire 
Cheltenham  Election  Petition,   Comm.  moved 
for,  <«)  1346 

Solicitor  Gekeral,  The  (Sir  J.  Romillj), 
Deeanport 
Borough  Elections  (No.  2),  Com.  (»*^  1446 ;  cl 

2,  <»)  695,  7«2,  710 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  Ooo)  913^ 

1156,  1157;  <»»  62,  70,  72,  76 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R,  (•*>  96, 

99  ;  Com.  d,  8,  378;  Proviso,  426  ;  3R.  462 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of,  Leave,  W)  558 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*o*> 

197 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  add.  el  0«)512 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^^^ 

840 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  (W1196; 

Com.  ClW)  93  ;  d.  2,  473,  477 ;  d.  34,  478  ; 

Rep.  586 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the^  Commt  moved  for, 

(W  1308 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  Com.  d^  2,  C»)  599, 831 
Taxation   of  Suitors,   Comm.    moved  for,  ^*) 

518 

Somerville,  Sir  W.  M.,  Drogheda 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (*^  129 
CasUebar  Workhouse,  C«>  1413 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  <»^  905 


SoiacBviLLB,  Sir  W. — eonUfmed. 
Denunciations   from  the  Altar   (Ireland),  (^^ 

1234 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  (101)329 
Ejection  of  Tenants  (IreUnd),  (^  860  ;  Address 

moved,  1014 
Elective  Franchise  (Ireland),  Leave,  (*•>  585, 

589 
Fisheries  (IreUnd),  (*s)  1235 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  (***>  1006 
Ireland,  State  of,  CM)  321 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (IreUnd),  Leave,  (W  673  ; 

2R.C«)60 
Ministers'   Money  (Ireland),    <m)  1233;    Res. 

Amend.  CW)  313,  324 
Mortality  (Ireland),  W)  1356 
"  Nation"  Newspaper,  The,  W^  1256 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  (W)  871,  874, 

878 
Pikes— PoUoe  Agents  (Dublin),  C»)  4,  284 
Poor  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  li«»530 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  W>  46 ; 

C»)  1318 
Poor  Law  Administration  (Ireland),  (**)83 
Poor  Relief  Extension  (Ireland) — (The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause),  Leave,  W)  339 
Registration  (Ireland),  (W  287 
Renewable    Leasehold    Conversion   (Ireland), 

Com.  001)56 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  Amend.  (W208 
Taxing  Master— Chancery  (Ireland),  Ooo)  449 
Tenants  at  Will  (IreUnd),  Com.  Amend.  <*> 

981 
Trials,  The  (IreUnd),  (»)  591 

Sophia,  Princess,  Death  of  the, 

f.  Address  moved  {Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  (**) 
81 

c.  Address  moved  (Lord  J.  Russell),  ^^3  ;  An- 
swer, 250 

Spain,  Diplomatic  Relations  toith,  , 
I.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Lord  Stanley), 
(W  671 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  704;  Observa- 
tions (Lord  Stanley),  744  ;  Returns  moved  for 
(Marquess  of  Londonderry),  1056  ;  Question 
(Marquess  of  Londonderry),  1254  ; — JBxpul' 
sion  of  Sir  H.  Bulwerfrom  Madrid,  Question 
(Lord  Stanley),  1329;  W  240,  987;  (Mar- 
quess  of  Londonderry),  OOO)  594  ;^€ate  of 
Colonel  Bristowe,  Petition  (Lord  Beaumont), 
000  514 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  (W  603,  760  ;  (Mr. 
Bankes),  1236,  1259  ^— Expulsion  of  Sir  H. 
Bulwer  from  Madrid,  Question  (Mr.  C. 
Anstey),  1262;  (Mr.  Bankes),  1410 1  (Right 
lion.  Ji  C.  Herrios),  1423 ;  (Mr.  H.  BaiUie), 
W)  1;  Motion  (Mr.  Bankes),  347;  Motion 
neg.  422  ;  Question  (Mr.  R.  Osborne),  1217 

Spain — Import  Duties  on  Woollens, 
C.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  t»)  1354 

Spanish  Ambassador,  Departure  of  the, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  W)  681 

Spanish  Government,  Claims  on  the^ 
c.  Reply  (Viscount  Palmerston),  C»>  1415 

Spanish  Refugees, 
I.  Observations  (Marquess  of  Londonderry),  ^W 
563 
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Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefevre), 
Hampshire,  N. 
Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  <»>  10  ;  (»)502 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  W)  4 ;  Report,  291, 297, 

299 
Colonial  Office  and  the  West  India  Committee, 

(»)1180,  1196,1310 
Commercial   Distress — The   Currency,  Comm. 

movedfor,  W)1158 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  2R.  (•»)  861 

Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  CM) 

701 
Edinburgh  Election,  (»>  209 
,  Ejection  of  Tenants  (Ireland),  t«7)  857 
Foreign  Policy— Treaty  of  Adrianople,  («)  628, 

631,  1206, 1241 ;  Papers  moved  for,  W)  123 
Barcourt,  Mr. — Qualification  of  Members,  ^^^ 

70,71 
Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  ^^^ 

911 
Lords,  House  of.  Abolition  of  the,  W)  1056 
Mitchel,  John,  Trial  of,  (W6 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  C»)  631 
O'Brien.  Mr.  W.  S.,  Arrest  of,  Cioo)  1214 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  (•*> 

791,  792,  794 
Practice  of  the  House,  C»)  1289 
Questions,  The  right  to  put,  (»)  1317 
Railways,  Rep.  add.  cl  CW  1002 
'   Roman  CathoUc  ReUef,  Com.  (»>  708 ;  W)  1296 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  W)  7,  9  ;  Approval  of,  10 
Sugar  Duties,  W1158 
Switzerland,  C»)  969 
Tariffs,  Foreign,  C»)  699 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

ooo)  (J90 

Speaker^  Choice  of  a, 
c.  (»)  3 
/.  W)  8  ;  Approval  by  Her  Majesty,  10 

Special  Constables — The  Coalwhippers, 
e.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  CW 
456 

Special  and  Petty  Sessions,   Courts  of. 
Bill, 
c.  Leave,  C»)  4  ;  IR.*  7  ;  2R.«  458 

Speech  of  the  Lords  Commissioners, 
I.  (Wll;  Address,  14;  Her  Majesty's  Answer, 

207 
c.  (»>64;    Amend.    (Mr,    H.    Grattan),    76; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  143 ;  Report,  151  ;  Her 

Majesty's  Answer,  227 

Speech — The  Queen's, 
I.  The  Prorogation,  C»oi)  790 

Spescer,  Earl 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Her  Majes- 
ty's Answer,  t»)  207 
Theatres,  Foreign,  Petitions,  (»)717 

Spirits, 
c.  Comm.  Res.  (Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
(»)  559 

Spirits,  British  and  Foreign, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Moflktt),  ^»)  696 


Spirits,  British,  Warehousing  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  C»)573.   2R.*  Clot)  481;   Rep.*  Ooi) 

126 ;  Com.  Instruction  (Mr.  M.  J.   CCon- 

nell),  591,  [A.  37,  N.  76,  M.  89]  596 ;  Rep.« 

614;  3R.*668 
/.  1R.»  668;    2R.*  726;    Rep.«  749;^8R.* 

767 ;  Royal  Assent,  769 

Spirits,  Dealers  in.  Bill, 
c.lR*  (W573;    2R.»  0»)  481 ;  Rep.*  510; 

(»w)  126 ;   Com.  cl  25,  588  ;   Amend.  (Mr. 

Hume),  [A.  33,  N.  51,  M.  18]  ib.;  [0,  a.  A. 

56,   N.  31,  M.  25]  590;  Rep.*  614;  8R.* 

668 
I  1 R.*  668 ;  2R.*  726 ;  Rep.*  749 ;  3R.*  767 ; 

Royal  Assent,  769 

Spirits,  Sale  of,  in  Canteens, 
c.  Question  (Col.  Lindsay),  C»)  286 

Spiritual  Destitution  in  Devonport, 
I.  Observations  (Bishop  of  Exeter),  (•*>  963 

Spiritual  Lords — The  Bishop  of  Here* 
ford, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart).  <W312 

Spooner,  Mr.  R.,  Warwickshire,  N. 
Adjournment,  Amend.  C»)  1422,  1436 
Commercial   Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  <»>  399, 1422 ;  doi)  406,  415,  416, 

420 
Copper  and  Lead,  Com.  Cioi)  723 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  OOi)  494^  509 ;  Amend.  518 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  Amend.  W)620 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  Ooi)  650 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  Postponement  of  2R., 

(96)  821 

Income  Tax — ^Ways  and  Means,  ^^  250 

Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (M)  493 

Public  Health,  Com.  Amend.  Adj.  (••>741,  764; 

Amend.  1414 
Sites  for  Pkces  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

(»)  498 
Sligo,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (»> 

1414 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  (>••>  20 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  Ooo)  400 
Supply — Public  Buildings,  (Ireland),  Amend. 

(101)  137  ;— The  Treasury,  139 

Stafford,  Mr.  A.  S.  0.,  Northan^pUm- 

shire,  N. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  <*>  136 
Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen,  Comm.  moved 

for,(»)92 
Cheltenham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  « 

(»)  966 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Comm. 

moved  for,  C»5)  1157 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*> 

412  ;  (»)  172,  728  ;  OOO)  24I 
Ejected  Tenants  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  (•W 

1011,  1146,  1147 
English  Artisans  in  France,  Expulsion  of,  (*^ 

336,  458 
Foreign  Policy,  (»)  291 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Leave,  W) 

1301 
Horsham,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

<»)480.  481,839;  W342 
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Stafford,  Mr.  A — continued.. 
Horsham,  Borough  of,  Postponement  of  2R., 

Amend.  W)826 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  (»«»  1012 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  Amend.  (W  220,  497 
Leicester,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

(»)681;  C»oo)i53 
Poor  Law  (Lrelaud),  Comm.  moved  for,  W)  33 
Practice  of  the  House,  ^»)  1289 
Public  Departments,  Address  moved,  W)  595 
Public  Works  (Ireland \  2R.  Amend.  (»w)  482 
Railways,  Com.  cl.  7,  (»^  602 :  Rep.  991 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  Amend.  (»)  167 
Ryan,  Right  Rev.  Dr.,  C»)931 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  Comm.  moved  for,  C^J  1408 
Sligo,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  (W 

1411 
Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  Leave,  (W  1281 
Yarmouth,  Great,  Freemen  Disfranchisement, 

Com.  Amend.  (W  596  ;  cL  1,  598 

Stamford  Election, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  W.  P.  Wood),  (») 
932,  [A.  178,  N.  177,  M.  1]  976 ;  Observa- 
tions (Lord  J.  Russell),  1235 

Stamp  Duties  Assimilation  Bill, 
c.   IR.*   ^''^769;    2R.«   966;    Rep.*   1054; 

3R.*  1136 
I.  1R»  1193;  2R.*  1252;  Rep.»  1343;  3R.* 

C»)  1 ;  Royal  Assent,  259 

Standing  Orders, 
I  Res.  (Lord  Redesdale),  (iw)  2 

Stanley,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (»*>  16,  22 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  (W274;  Com.  399; 

Commons*  Amends.  1060 
Ashburton,  Lord,  The  late,  CW)  979 
Bishops,  Additional,  ^^>  893 
Bulwer,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  (»>  1329 
Canada  Union  Act  Amendment,  3R.  (•»>  509 
Charity  Trust  Regulation,  Com.  Amend.  (*w) 

1136 
Conmiercial  Distress — ^The  Currency,  <*>207, 

208;  Comm.  moved  for,  489,  518 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension,  2R.  (W 

995 
Corn  Laws,  (»)  717 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Com.  (*>  1211 
Crime,  Suppression  of  (Ireland),  CW)  1132 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  t*^  489 
Denunciations  from  the  Altar  (Ireland),  ^*)  689 
Diocesan  Schools,  <^  158 
Ecclesiastical  Union  and  Divisions  of  Parishes 

(Ireland),  Rep.  CW  1306  ;  3R.  Amend.  Ooo) 

150,  152 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  ^*)  401 
Emigration  to  Canada,  (»7>  1198 
Enfranchisement  of  Copyholds,  (»W  10I6 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  Com.  (»)997 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  2R.  (»«>  1252  ; 

Commons*  Amends.  Amend.  t»W  1020,  1034 
Ireland,  State  of,  000)581  ;  Address  moved,  636 
Italy,  Afeirsof,  W)ii97 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  CW)  1390,  1392,  1396 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  (•*>855 
New  Zealand  Government,  2R.  (»^12,  21 
Parliament,  Business  of,  IR.  (*s)329     • 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  A<ljournment,  2R. 

C»)  981,  985;   Com.   Amend.  1255,   1257; 

3R.  W  246 


Stanlst,  Lord — continued. 

Passengers*  Bill,  2R.  (97)535 

Poor  dw  (Ireland),  (•^  456  ;  Papers  moved 
for,  (»)  330  ;  Res.  806 

Princess,  Birth  of  a.  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 
(»7)  769 

Property  Tax,  2R.  W)1848 

Public  Health,  Com.  Amend.  (»«»231.  235 

Public  Works  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  2R.  (iw)1131, 
1133 

RaQways,  2R.C»)ll23 

Roman  Catholic  Prelates,  Titles  to.  Correspon- 
dence moved  for,  0»>)  1213 

Rome,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  (•*>  1052, 
1060 ;  IR.CW  169  :  2R.  780,  794,  800  ;  Com. 
871,  872,  887  ;  add.  d.  898 

Salaries  in  Public  Departments,  Retomg.movied 
for,  («7)  1124 

Sicily,  Interference  in  the  Affiun  of,  AddreBS 
moved,  C»«»  1193,  1204,  1206 

Slave  Trade,  The,  Returns  moved  for,  CW 1048 

Sophia,  Princess,  Death  of.  Address  moved  for, 
(»)81 

Spain,  Diplomatic  Relations  with.  Correspon- 
dence moved  for,  CW)  671,  694;  704,  744  ;  »»> 
240  ;— Expulsion  of  Sir  H.  Bulwer,  987 

Trafalgar  Squartf,  Riots  in,  (^>  834 

"  United  Lrishman,**  The,  (W  1242 

West  Indies,  The,  («)  171,  210  ;  Address  moved, 
CW)  1257,  1283,  1285 

Stanton,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Stroud 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  (••> 
411 

State  Trials  (Ireland), 
c.  Returns  moved  for  (Mr.  Keogh),  (»>  1320 

Steam  Navigation  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  OW)  1073  ;  1R.»  1074  ;  2R.*  0«)54  ; 

Rep.*  126  ;  3R.*  143 
/.    IR.*  141;   2R.*  235;  Rep.*  307;   3R.* 
365  ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Steam  Vessels,  Government  Control  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Munti),  tW  900 

Stock  in  Trade  Exemptions  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  ('«»  642  ;  2R.*  757  ;  R«p.*  1270  ;  3R. 
(101)  190 

/.  IR.*  188 ;  2R.*  307 ;  Rep.*  365 ;  3R.* 
465 ;  Royal  Assent,  726 

Stock  in  Trade,  Eating  of, 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  C»)  1438 

Strickland,  Sir  G.,  Preston 
Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  W)  953 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 
(97)  147 

Strutt,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Derby 
Private  Business,  Comm.  moved  for,  (*)226 
Railways,  Com.  ci.  7,  (•*>  602  ;  Rep.  add.  el. 

1000,  1001 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Anuilgamation  of.  Res.  ^•> 


Stuart  De  Decies,  Lord 
Poor  Liw  (Ireland),  Comm.  ipoved  for,  (»>77. 
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Stuart,  Lord  D.  C,  Mdrylehone 
Aliens.  Kemoval  of,  ^R.  <«>  570  ;  8R.  854 
Austria,  SUte  of,  W>  848 
Bakers,  Master  and  JoumeTmvn,  Cdihin.  laoved 

for,  (*»>99 
Ballot,  The,  000)1244 
G^ime  and  Outrage  (Ireiattd),  2R.  cn)89S 
Crown  and  GroTimiment  Seciftity,  Leate,  ^^^ 

44 
Banubiah  Principalities,  Oo»  761 
Financial  Statement,  C»)  1446 
Foreign   Policy,  <^)  BW  ;— Trtaty  of  Adrian- 

ople.  Papers  moved  for,  W)  123  ;  CW  usi 
France,  Ex-Royal  Family  of,  W)  848 
Harwich  Ele<JtiOn,  IC^ew  Writ  moVed  for,  ^^ 

597,  «08 
Jews  Disabilftiefs,  2R.  CW  536  ;  Com.  W)  1235 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  (^>681,  690 
MetropoUUn  Police,  0<»)  1153 
National  RepresenUtion,  ooo)  217 
Navy  Estimates,  («•>  1012 
Pri^ege  -^  West     Gloucestershire    Election, 

Comm.  moved  for,  (•*>  1076 
PubUc  Health,  2R.  ^W  1028 
Supply— Polish  Refugees,  (»o»  433 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Newatk-upon- Trent 
Borough    Elections,    2R.   Amend.    (M)1191; 

Com.  1446.  1447 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  Amend.  A<y.  ^>672 
Commercial  Policy,    Returns    moved    for,(**> 

1280 
Horsham,  Borough  oC  New  Writ  moved  for, 

(•8)839 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  006)599 
Joint   Stock  Companies,  Com.  d.  2,  CW600, 

601,  881,  832 
Navigation  Laws.  Comm.  Res.  Amend.  (*>  793 
Public  Heallh,  Com.  (••)  788,  872 
Roman  Catholic  Relief.  2R.  C»)  850 
Rom,  Differential  Duties  on,  CO)  10O8 

&ugar  and  Cofe^  Plantations, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  (W 
7  ;  Adj.  Debate,  84 

Stigar,  Distilling  from^  Bill, 
c.  IR,*  ^811  ;  2R.*  541  ;  Rep.*  («^1201  ; 

O0t)iil8;  0«i>614;  3R.*  668 
/.  1R.«  668;    2R.»   726;  Rep,*  749;    3R.* 
707 ;  Royid  Assent,  769 

Sugar  Duties, 
c,  ObservatioM  (Rt.  Hon.  E.  EUice),  <»)811 ; 
Res.  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  825  ;  Adj. 
Debate,  1012,  1090,  1217,  1317,  [0.  q. 
A.  268,  N.  245,  M.  15]  1398;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Bright),  1416,  [o.  o.  A.  302,  N.  86,  M. 
226]  1470  ;  Question  (Mr.  Barkly),  1314  ; 
Comm.  Res.  4 ;  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Pakington), 
*.;  [A.  169,  N.  281,  M.  62]O00)  73,  242; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Barkly),  245  ;  Amend.  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck),  800,  [r.  p,  A.  80.  N.  211,  M. 
131]  301,  310,  \o.  q.  A.  180.  N.  124,  M.  56] 
871  ;  Amend.  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouverie),  873, 
[A,  84,  N.  142,  M.  108]  879  ;  Rep.  501 

Sugar  Duties  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  ooo)  469  ;  2R.*  588  ;  Com.  642  ;  el.  1, 
649;   Amend.   (Right  Hon.   H.  Goulbuhi), 
656,  [A.  28,  N.  78,  M.  45]  W7 ;  8R.  0«i> 
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Sugar  Duties  BiU—tontiBcwd. 
376 ;  add,  cl.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  »5.,  [A. 
40,  N.  70,  M.  80]  886 :  Amend.  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck),  [0.  q,  A.  80,  N.  17,  M.  68]  887 : 
2nd  Amend.  [0.  q.  A.  81,  N.  16,  M.  65] 
ih. ;  Bill  passed,  388 
I.  IR.*  865  ;  2R.  568 ;  Rep.*  618 ;  3R.»  726  ; 
Royal  Assent,  768 

Sugar  Duties  (j/Vo.  2), 
e,  Conmi.  Res.  Ooo)  1042 ;  Schedule  2,  Amend. 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck),  1048,  [0.  q,  A.  Q7,  N. 
N.  34,  M.  53]  1065 ;  2nd  Amend.  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck),  1113,  [A.  29,  N.  99,  M.  70] 
1114;  add.  cl.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  1115, 
[A.  31,  N.  78,  M.  47]  1116;  2nd.  add.  cf. 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck),  1117,  [A.  41,  N.  78,  M. 
32]  1118  ;  Rep.  1168 

Sugar  Duties,  Informality  itt  thie^ 
c.  Observations  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  (too)  575 

Suitors,  Tcueation  of, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Sir  J.  Romilly),<*>518 

Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis)  Bill, 
c.   IR.*  <»)728;  2R.*  1073;   Com.  000)449, 
Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Wall),  ib.,  [0.  q.  A.  75.  N. 
47,  M.  28]  460 

Su\ 


c.  ^»>  269  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Urquhart),  W 

623  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  ,681  ;  0»)  304 ;  Ooi) 

562 
Jrmy  Estimatei,  <^M021 ;  (•^1149;  Amend. 

(Mr.  Hume),  1163,  [A.  39,  N.  293,  M.  254] 

1187  ;  Amend.  (Sir  W.  Molesworth),  [A.  45, 

N.  246,   M.  201]  1190;    000)704;   Amend. 

(Mh  R.  Osbotne),  765,  [A.  21,  N.  69,  M, 

48]  766 
Britiih  Muteum,  000)1157 
Civil  Contingencies,  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Osborne), 

OOI)  459,  [A.  14,  N.  78.  M.  59]  460 
Distress  (Ireland),  OOi)  451 
Education,  (^^^^^259 
Financial  Statement,  ^)900,  987 
Foreign  Office,  OOi)  147,  I8I 
Kafir  War,  W 1375  ;   Amend.  (Mr.  Hume), 

1876,  [A.  61.  N.  252,  M.  191]  1881 
Laiman,  001)311;    Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [A. 

12,  N.  56,  M.  44]  814 
Man,  hie  of,  [A.  71.  N.  14,  M.  57]  oot)  180 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  (^>1875;   (*^  1014; 

COO)  1433;  (100)1157 
Navy  Estimates,  »•)  999  ;   («W  775  ;    Amend. 

(Mr.  Hume),  792,  [A.  88,  N.  347,  M.  809] 

843  ;  W 1425  ;  ooo^  127I  ;  <»•»>  89 
Navy  Excess,  W 1884 
Ordnance  Estimates,  0»>  1006 
Oxford  and  Cambridge,  S^UStries  of  Professors 

at,  OOI)  305,  [A.  96,  N.  20,  M.  76]  307 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  0»U  185 
Polish  Refugees,  001)438 
PuhUc  Buildings,  <i«i)  93 
Public  Buildings,  ire.  (Ireland),  Amend.  (Mr. 

Spooner),  FA.  12,  N.  108,  M.  91]  Ooi)  180 ; 

2nd  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner).  [A.  88,  N.  109, 

M.  71]  137 
Regium  Donum,  7^,  OOi)  439  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 

Lushington),  tfr.  [A.  28.  N.  60.  M.  32]  457 : 

Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  458,  [A.  18,  K. 

45,  M.  82]  t». 
Survey  of  the  Metropolis,  CO')  1014 
Treasury,  (»«)  138 

20 


SUP 


THO 


{INDEX} 


THO 


TOB 


Supreme    Cowrie    Calcutta^   Defalcation 
in  ike, 
I,   Observations   (Earl  of  Elleuborough),  (^^ 
834 

Surgeons,  Assistant, 
e.  ObsenratioDS  (Mr.  Wakley),  Cioi)629 

Switzerland,  Affairs  of, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Beaumont),  (>^)  1062 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  C»)372;  (Mr.  B. 
Osborne),  701  ;    (Mr.    J.  O'Connell),   968 ; 
(SirH.  Verney),  CW)368 

Talfourd,  Mr,  Serj.  T.  N.,  Beadina 
Crown  and  Goyenunent  Security,  Com.  ^^3^6, 

cl.  8,  367 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

3R.  CW»>  622 
Epiphany  Quarter  Sessions,  2R.  (96)327 
National  Representation,  <iw>  170 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  <»>  1298 

Tariffs,  Foreign 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Newdeg»te),  <*»>  698 

Taxation, ' 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),  C»W927 ;  Motion  (Mr. 
Ewart),  <w>1422;  oowusi;    Motion  neg. 
1192 

TaxcUion  of  Suitors, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Sir  J.  Romilly),  (»>518 

Taxing  Master  (Court  of  Chancery)  (Ire- 
land), 
e.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A.  Haaulton),  ("»>  448 

Taxing  Master  (Court  of  Chancery)  (Ire- 
land) Bill, 
c.  IR.*  Ci«»64  ;   2R.»  486  ;  Rep.*  583  ;  3R.» 

614 
/.   IR.*  613 ;    2R.*  749 ;   Rep.*   767 ;  3R.* 
768  ;  Royal  Assent,  790 

Tenant  Eight  (Ireland), 
L  Petition  (Marquess  of  Londonderry),  (^>  1253 

Tenants  at  Will  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  W630  ;  2R.*  CW222  ;  Com.  <»>  971 ; 
Amend.   (Sir  W.   Somerville),  981  ;    Com. 
put  o£f,  985 

Theatres,  Foreign, 
I  Petitions  (Earl  Fitihardinge),  «•)  715 

Thesioer,  Sir  F.,  Abingdon 
Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comm.  moved 

for,  W 1348 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Com.  cL  3, 

(98)252 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Res.  (W  112 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  ^^>  1088 
Jews  Disabilities,  3R.  Amend.  (>>>  606 
Privilege  —  West    Gloucestershire    Election, 

Comm.  moved  for,  C96)  1078 

Thompson,  Lieut.  Col.  T.  P.,  Bradford 
Bakers,  Master  and  Journeymen,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (»)  100 
BaUot,  The,  (»w)  1241 


Thompsok,  Lieut.  OoL-^ontinued. 
Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  («)  854 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  Cioo)iie9 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2R.  (ioi)608 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  ^^^^^  81 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  add.  cl  (»m)513  ;  d.  2,  528 
Native  Industry,  (»•)  814 
Political  Offenders,  Pardon  of.  Address  movedt 

W)  1382 
Savings  Banks,  2R.  (1V>  588  ;  Com.  661 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

CW)  1164 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  (*^>  453 
Supply — Salaries  of  Professors  at  Oxford  and 

Cambridge,  (101)30^  ;— the  Begiam  Donum^ 

442 

Thompson,  Mr.  Alderman,  Westmoreland 
Bank  Charter  Act,  Res.  W  827 
Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  (W 15 
Navigation  Laws,  W>  1213 ;  Comm.  moved  for, 
(M°988;  Res.  C99)35 

Thompson,  Mr.  G.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Chartist  Demonstrations,  (<*>  337,  503 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.<i*>85; 

Com.  Amend.  134, 223 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of,  fiCave,  (*^  585 
Game  Laws — Repeal  of  the,  Leave— Amend. 

Adj  C9f)962 
Income  Tax — Ways  and  Means,  C*^  539 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

CW)403,  412,  417.  423,  426,  427,  428,  480, 

436,  441,  446 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  ^^^  576 
Sattara.  Rajah  of,  C95)255,  699  ;    Com.  moved 

for,  C97)  1391^  1402,  1407  ;  (»<»>  728,  747 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved,  (W791 
Sugar  Duties,  Com.  C99)  1098,  1147, 1217 
Sugar  Duties,  3R.  add.  d.  ^^^^  386 
Supply-  Kaffir  War,  (»)  1381  ;--Labuan,  Ooi) 

313  ;— The  Regium  Donum,  445 

Thorkelt,  Mr.  T.,  WoherhamfUm 
Brazil,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  (»)  1282 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  Report,  (•8>284,  286 
Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  <*•> 

1083 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  moved  for,  (**>  991 
Private  Business,  Conmi.  moved  for,  (*^)  225 

Three  Per  Cents — Ways  and  Mea»u, 

c.  Res.O«»)562;  Rep.  567 

Tithe  Bent- Charge  Bating  (Ireland)  Bill) 
c.  Leave,  C9S)  871;  IR.*  1062 

Tithe  Bent-Charge,  dfc.  (Ireland)  {No.  2) 
Bill, 
c.  IR.*  <>«»>  448  ;   2R.*  574;    Rep.*  <»«)  54  ; 

3R,»  144 
I  1R.»188;  2R.*235;  Rep.*  307;  3R.*S65; 
Royal  Assent,  726 

Tobago  Belief, 
c.  Conmi.  Res.  1,  (*^>  538  ;  Res.  2,  539;  Ref. 
3, 540,  [A.  76,  N.  21,  M.  55]  556 
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Tobago  Belief  and  Immigration,  df?c.,  Bill, 
c.  IR*  («>1171;    2R*  1419;  Rep.*  C»)85; 

3R.*170 
/.  IR.*  CW)234;  2R.»  328;  Rep.  422;  3R* 

499  ;  Royal  Assent,  663 

Tobago^ 
c.  Petition  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  cw»>  630  ;  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  634 

Toleration  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
c.  1R.*C»«»1270 

ToLLEMACHE,  Mr.  J.,  Cheshire,  8, 
Sugar  Duties,  C»)  1443 

TowNSHEND,  Capt.  J.,  Tamworth 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  ^^  258 

Trafalgar  Square,  Biots  in, 
I.   Observations  (Marquess  of  Salisbury),  ^^ 

331 
c.  Question  (Mr.  M.  Milnes),  W)  312  ;  (Sir  W. 

Clay),  638 

Transfer  of  Landed  Property  {Ireland) 
Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (»«»)  126 ;  2R.*  190 ;  Rep.*  311,  486  ; 

3R.*  618 
/.  1R.*614  ;  2R.»  613  ;  Rep.*  668  }3R.*  726; 
Royal  Assent,  769 

Transportation  of  an  Innocent  Man, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ewart),  ^»)  1436 

Treasury — Supply, 

c.  C»oi)i38 

Trelawnt,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Tavistock 

Income   Tax — Ways  and  Means,   Report,  ^^ 

774 
Jews  Disabilities.  3R.  ^•«>  616 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),    Leave,  (^^  312  ; 

2R.  Amend.  867 
Parliament  of  Ireland,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^^ 

774 
Property  Tax,  Com.  (W  1039 
Public  Departments,  Address  moved,  ('^  694 

Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland), 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.   Keogh),  0^)  666 ; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [A.  22,  N.  166, 
M.  133]  696  ;  Adj.  Debate^  767  ;  Motion  neg. 
764 

Trustees  Belief  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  OW  1125;  2R.*  1193;  Rep.*  doi)  i ; 
3R.*  83 

Trustees  Belief  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.   IR.*  0W4;  2R.*  236;  Rep.*  385;  3R.* 

469 
/.  1R.*C»«)480;  2R.*681 ;  3R.*  1016  ;  Royal 
Assent,  (»<>»>  726 

TuRKER,  Mr.  E.,  Truro 

Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  (W  442 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2R.  <»<">  612 

Turner,  Mr.  G.  J.,  Coventry 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  0W>  72 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  W)  263 


Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  (»»)  1041 ;  2R.*  1143  ;  Rep.*  Cioi)83  ; 

3R.*  126 
L  IR.*  100  ;  2R.*  236  ;  Rep.*  307  ;  3R.  366; 

Royal  Assent,  726 

Turnpike  Boads  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  000)462  ;  2R.*  767  ;  Rep.*  1163  ;  8R.» 

1213 
/.  IR.*  Ooo)  1193  ;  2R.*  ooi)  100  ;  Rep.*  141  ; 

3R.*  188  ;  Royal  Assent,  720 

Turnpike  Trusts,  Amalgamation  of, 
c.   Res.  (Mr.  Frewen),  (»*)  367 ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 370 

Turton,  Sir  T, 
c.  Question  (Viscount  Jocelyn),  t*)  170 

Tynte,  Col.  C.  J.  K.,  Bridgewater 
Foreign  Policy,  CW)  1131 
Navy  Estimates— Supply,  (W  833 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.,  Essex,  N. 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  <»> 

1081 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  OOi)  490,  496 ;  d.  2,  261 
Game  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares,  Com.  ("> 

632 
Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  W)607 
Income  Tax  (Ireland),  W)  739 
Supply— Distress  (Ireland),  OOD  463 

Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
c.  Question  (Mr. if  Anstey),  ^^y  1^9;— Assistant 
Under  Secretary,  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey), 
228 

"  United  Irishman,''  The, 
I,  Observation  (Lord  SUnley),  C«)  1242 

United  States, 
Postal  Regvlaiions,  e.  Question  (Mr,  Bright), 
836  ;  Observations  (Mr.  W.  Brown),  ^W  929 

Unlawful  Oaths  Acts  (Ireland)  Continu- 
ance Bill, 
I.   IR.*  1193;   2R.  60;    Com.  101  ;   add.  d, 
(Eariof  Glengall),  123;  c/.  withdrawn,  124; 
Rep.*  ib. ;  3R.*  141 
c.  IR.*  144  ;  2R.*  190;  Rep.*  269  ;  3R.*  486 
L  Royal  Assent,  726 

Unlawful  War-making, 
c.  Observations  (Mr  Urquhart),  0*"  84 

Unnecessary  Actions  Prevention  BiU, 

L  1R.*W»768;  2R.*C«)81 

Urquhart,  Mr.  D.,  Staford 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  2R.  C««  679 
Ballot,  The,  000)1244 
Belgium,  (••)6 
Bulwor,  Sir  H.,  Expulsion  of,  from  Madrid,  ('o^ 

419 
Buron  v.  Denman,  Case  of,  ^^  1066  ;  Privileges 

of  Counsel,  i«>  287 
Commercial  Distress — The   Currenoy,   Comm. 

moved  for,  W  631, 971 
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Urqviubt,  Mr.  D. — eorOmued, 
Oonmpt  Practices  at  Elections,  Ck>m.  <*<^o)  021 
Denmark  and  the  Duchies,  (M)  526,  605.  835 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome,  2R.  (^o^)  209  ; 

Com.  498 ;  SR.  626 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  (i<>i)  645 
Foreign  Affiurs,  Interference  in,  ^^^^  127 
Foreign  Policy— Treaty  of  Adrianople.  <»>  623, 

631,  1230;  Papers  moved  for,  W>  108,  232; 

CWllOO,  1139 
Jews  Disahilities,  Com.  W>  1227 
National  Representation,  Amend.  (><^)  195 
Na^y  Estimates,  C»w)  1317 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moTcd  for,  Ooo) 

444 
Parliament  (Ireland).  (»«>)  882 
Portugal  Relations  with,  Address  moved,  (^^ 

824 
Property  Tax,  Com.  C«^>  1040 
Public  Health,  2R.  (»>  1022 ;  Com.  Amend.  (W 

711,  7^;  d.  1,  Amend,  802,  1174;  cl.  3, 

Amend.  1178,  1181 
Russia  and  Turkey,  <^^  929 
Slave  Trade, » Address  moved,  CW)  935  ;  Corre- 
spondence moved  for,  ^^^^^  175 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Correspondence  with,  ^^^  603, 

605,  760 
Spiritual  Lords— The  Bishop  of  Hereford,  <») 

812 
Sugar  Duties,  «>)  1380 
Swit«erland,(^)872,  373 
Unlawful  War-making,  Cioi)84,  86,  87,  88 
XJrquhart,  Correspondence,  The,  (^W  1120 

Urquhari  Corr.^8pondefice,  The, 
c.  Amend.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  0«»  11 

Vagrancy, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  mie§%  '^^  459 

Vancouver's  Island — The  Hudson's  Bay 

Company, 

I.  Papers  moved  for  (Lord  Monteagle),  ^w*>  465 

c.  Question  (Earl  of  Lincoln),  CW)469,  510; 

Observations  (Mr.  Christy),  (»<>»)  263  ;  Address 

moved  (Mr.  llume),  296.  [o.q.  A.  76,  N.  58, 

M.  18]  304 ;  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  315 

Van  Diemen's  Land, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  C«)250 

Vanb,  Lord  H.,  Durham,  S, 
I^plomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome, 

Com.  OM)  502 
Episcopal  Revenues,  C»f)  1297 
Navy  Estimates,  CW  1003 
Parliament,  New  Houses,  Comm.  moved  for, 

CW  1333 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  c/.  1, 

000)1148 
Slave  Trade,  Address  moved,  (^>  984 

Venue,  Changing  the  (Ireland), 
c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Walsh),  C»)  75O 

Verner,  Colonel  Sir  W.,  Armagh  Co. 
Crime  and   Outrage  (Ireland),   2R.  (06)  920  ; 

Com.  936 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  001)333 
Jews  Disabilities,  Com.  ^^^  1232 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  2R.  Amend.  <^^ 

65 
Mitchel,  John,  cw>  471 


Vernet,  Sir  H.,  Bedford 
Aliens,  Removal  of,  3R.  9i>  864 
Ejected  Tenants  (Ireland),  Addrfiw  moved,  ^^ 

1012 
Financial  Statement,  (oo)  1423 
Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  (^  962 
Jews,  Disabilities  of  the,  Comm.  moved  for,  <*l) 

1377 
Juvenile  Population,  (•©  456 
Medical  Relief,  Res.  C97)664 
Navy  Estimates— Supply.  W>g4J 
Switzerknd,  Affitirs  of,  (O6)  S68 

Vernon,  Mr,,  his  Gift  to  the  Naiiou, 
I.  Correspondence  moved  for  (Lord  Monteagle), 

CO8)  1253 
c.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  R.  V.  Smith),  (M)1260; 

Report  (Visct.  Morpeth),  0«»>  776 

Vexatious  Actions,  Protection  of  Justice 

from.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  W  4  ;  1R.»  7;  2K^  458 ;  Rep.*  W 

170,  573  ;  3R.*  680 
I.  IR.*  (00)714;   2R.»  1049;  8R.*  OW743; 

Royal  Assent,  Oo»)  101 

Vice-Admiralty  Courts  in  the  Colonies^ 
c.  Question  (Capt.  Pechell),  Ooo)811 

YiLLiERs,  Hon.  C.  P.,  Wolverhampton 

Ballot.  The,  ooo)  1262 

Expenditure  of  the  Country,  Comm.  moved  for, 

(W) 1090 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  696 
National  RepresenUtion,  (»oo>22 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  Ooo)  75 
West  Indies,  Distress  in  the,  (oo)  766 

Vyse,  Capt.  R.  H.  R.  H.,  NorthampU^ 
shire,  S, 
Diplomatic  Relations  with  the  Court  of  RoQie, 
Com.  Amend.  Adj.  OOI)  508 

Waddinoton,  Mr.  D.,  Maldon 

Harwich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  W)614 

Wakley,  Mr.  T.,  Finshuryt 

Assistant  Surgeons,  OOD  629 

Chartist  Demonstration,  The,  (••>9, 10. 

Chartist   Prisoners,   The,   Petition,  «•»>  625, 

526 
Commercial  Distress — The  Currency,   Oomm. 

moved  for,  (oo)l041,  1148;  Amend.   1165: 

Amend.  Adj..  1167,  1170 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  Le^yf,   Amend. 

(00)360 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  (Oo^  120  ; 

Com.  356;  Amend.  382:  ^viso,  Amend. 

424 
Dillon,  Capt.,  Case  of,  Comm.  faoved  for,  (^) 

917 
Financial  Statement,  (OO)  1421 
Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for, 

(07)610,  909,911 
Horsham,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for> 

(07)1139 
Income  and  Expenditure,  CO)  1366 
Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means,  (07)  522 
Income  Tax  (Ireland).  (07)  759 
Lords,   Abolition  of  the   House  of,  W)  1066, 

1056,  1059 
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wm 


Medical  IUli«i;  lUt.  ^?7\A51,  658,  674,  ^7 

Nayy  Estimates,  CW  1014 

Parliament,  New  Hou^f  of,  Comn^.  movo4  for, 
(»)1402 

Passengers^  Bill*  3£U  <^>  1^32 

Politick  Offepd^rs,  l*ar4on  q(,  A4<1mm  moyed, 
W)  1381 

Poor  Law  (Ireli^dX  Comm,  moved  for,  C??)  56, 
58 

Poor  Belief  Extension  (Ireland)-T-<The  Quarter- 
Acre  Clause),  Leave,  C»n  356 

Privilege  —  West  Gloucestershire  Election^ 
Comm.  move4  for,  ^»)  1067,  1073,  1073, 
1081,  1354 

Public  Health,  Leave,  CM)  414  ;  3R.  1033 

SatUra,  Rajah  of,  (*^>  264 

Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  ^?^>  1377 

Waldeoravb,  Earl  of 
New  Zealand  Government,  3R.  <^  31 
Tobago  Relief  and  Immig^tion^  Rep..  <**>  429 

Wall,  Mr.  C.  B.,  8<^lUhury 

Sunday  Trading,  Com.  Amend.  ^^^>  449 

Walmsley,  Sir  J..  Leicester 

Framework   Knitters,  Comm.  9iov^  for,  ^^ 

1106 
"  No  House.*' The,  W  594 
Public  Health,  Com.  cL  50,  CM)  1219 

Walpole,  Mr.  S.  H.,  Midhurst 
Cheltenham  Election  Petition,  Comm.  moved 

for,  (K)  1345  ;  Nomination  of  Comm.  1441 
County  Courts,  (»*)374 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  Proviso,  CW 

423 
Election  Recognisances,  2R.  (*n617 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R,  W>364 
Roman  CathoUc  Relief.  2R.  C»)  827 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B..  Radnorshire 
Aliens.  Removal  of,  3R.  C«)869 
Chartist  Meeting,  Proposed,  (•'i  1353 
Incumbered  Estatee  (Ireland),  Com.  (U»)394 
Jewish  Disabilities,  Com.  COT)  1243 
Navigation  Laws,  Comm.  Res.  Amend.  Adj.C**) 

326,  510 
Neapolitan  AfBurs,  OOi)  432,  433 
Outgoing  Tenants  (Ireland),  2R.  (97)  1330 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comra.  moved  for,  C*^)  41 
Ryan,  Right  Rev.  Dr.,  C»*)934 
Venue,  Changing  the  (Ireland),  CW  750 
Waste  Li^nds  (IreUnd),  Com.  Amend.  (i«0)  889 

Walter,  Mr.  J.,  NotUngham 

Income  Tax— Ways  and  Nfeans,  ^^WjiY 
Medical  ReUef,  Res.  (^^  689 
Parliament  of  IreUnd,  Comm.  moved  for,  C^) 
791,792,793  | 

Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  W>  6>J   | 

Ward,  Mr.  H.  G.,  Sheffield 
Income  and  Expeodiiure,  ^^  1345 
Indian  Mail,  Conveyance  of  the,  CM)  ioe3 
Napier,  Rear  Admir^  his  Portuguese  Pension, 

W149 
Naval  Dockyards,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^••)818 


Ward,  Mif.  H.  (^..^ifl^fm^^, 
Navy  Estimate,  WW«.  1019;  mUB,  789, 

791,818,836;  ^)143«;  <Wll97l5  t^Dgg, 

91 
North-West  Expeditto^,  (^)  6^^,  633 
Paymasters  i^nd  Pursers  of  the  ^My^  0*^46Qi 
Slave  Trade,  The,  Comm.  moved  for,  WII8O 
Vice- Admiralty  Couits  ii^  the  Col<Hii^,  ^^^^ll 

Waste  Lands  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  W)1356;  IR.*  (W704;  aR.»  83«| 
Com.  (100)889;  Amend.  (Sir  J.  9.  Walph), 
t5.;  BiU  put  oflF,  894 

Wawn,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Shields  (South] 
Election  Recogni^imces,  3R.  C*P  1!^1 
Navigation  Laws,  W>1209;   Conmi.  Res.  W*) 

305 
Public  Health,  Com.  df.  19,  (••)  1215 

Ways  and  Means,    CommUiee  o/^The 
Budget, 

e.  (»«>  900,  987,  1392  ;  tw>  540 

Income   Tax,  c.  Amend.  (Mr.  Horsman),  (*n 

162,  [0.  q.  A.  31«,  N.  Ul,  M.  17,-?]  238,  ^; 

Res.  237  J    Amend.  (Mr.  Httme)|  240,  303, 

460,  [a.  ^  A.  3G3*  N.   138,  M.  226]  582 ; 

Report,  770 ;— sea  Frop<:Hy  Ta^  BiU 
Income  Tax  (Ireland)^  c.  Motion  (Sir  li*  Hall), 

C»')701,  [A,  138,  N.  319,  M.  80]  765 
Three  Per  Cents,  c,  Ro^-  CioiJ  563  ;  ^^  S67 

Wellington,  Duke  ef 

Chartist  Demonstrations,  CM)  71 ;  <*>  237 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  IR.  C'W>3io 
Crown  and  Gk>vemment  Security,  2R.  (M>  498, 

504, 505      . 
Ireland,  Stote  of.  Address  moved,  (>«»  1119 
Parliamentary  Electors,  2R.  (>oiU25 
Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Compapi^epL  (^^> 

785 
Rome,  Diplomatic  ReUtion^  with,  2R.  (*^778; 

Com.  875,  881,  894 ;  add^  d.,  896 
Spain,  Returns  moved  for.  Amend.  CM)  1059 
Spanish  Refugees,  CW)  5^5 
Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland),  Qoxs^  Ci«)ii2,  114; 

add,  ct,  124 

Westhead.  Mr.  J.  P.,  Knaire$hofQ(ug1^ 
Jews  Disabilities,  3R.  («>  617 
Juvenile  Population,  CW)  ^69 

West  India  Colonies  and  Maurititu  BiU, 
e,  IR.*  ("»)567;  2R,  584;  Rep*  ^;  8»,^ 

728 
L  IR.*  726;  2R.*  749;  Rep.»  767;  3R.^768; 

Royal  Assent)  789 

West  India  Committee  and  the  Colonial 

Office, 
e.  Explanation  (Mr.  Hawes),  <>•)  809,  1166; 
Question  (Lord  G,  Bentinok)»  1808 

West  Indies,  The, 
I  Petitions  (Lord  Stanley),  («)  171 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Lord  G.  Bentinok),  (•*)  7 ; 
A^,  Debate,  84 ;— Jamaica,  Question.  (Rt. 
Hon.  H.  Goulbum),  289;  (Lord  G.  Ben- 
tinck),  CM)  762;  (Rt.  Hon.  H.  Goulbum), 
1 065,  1413;  —  Demerara^  Question  ( Mr. 
Hume),  uoi)  797  j^gee  Tobago  ReUef,  *<?. 
BiU 
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IVest  Indies,  Distress  in  the, 

I.  Address  moved  (Earl  Grey),  C»)  1243 
c.  Obaeryations  (Lord  J.  Russell),  C»)  729 

West  Indies  Relief  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  "«J  130  ;  2R .•  306 ;  Rep.»  441 ;  3R .• 

610 
I.  IR*  000)581;  2R*  743;  Rep*  779;  3R.* 
894  ;  Royal  Assent,  cw»)  101 

Westminster,  Marquess  of 

Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Companies,  0M> 
786 

Westminster  Improvement  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  ooo)  1041 ;  2R.*  1213 

Westminster,  New  Palace  at, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Sir  R.  H.  Inriis),  W)  138 ; 
Amend.  Address  moved  (Mr.  d,  Osborne), 
139 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  153 ;  Original  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  t&. 

Wharncliffe,  Lord 

Bankruptcy,  Law  of.  Petition,  C»*>5  6^6 
Beer,  Sale  of.  Regulation,  2R.  C»>  501 
Commercial  Distress — The    Currency,  Comm. 

moved  for,  CW  616 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension,  Comm. 

(100)  152 
Entail,  Law  of  (Scotland),  Com.  (»W508 
North  Wales  Railway,  tioojge 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  3R. 

(»)  249 
Railroad  and  Steamboat  Companies,  (i^>  1071 
Schoolmasters  (Scotland),  (••''  1171 
Tobago,  Relief  and  Immigration,  Rep.  (^  426 

WiCRLOW,  Earl  of 
Ecclesiastical  Unions  and  Divisions  of  Parishes 

(Ireland),  3R.  "«»)  152 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  IR.  (^^^ 

752 
Incumbered      Estates     (Ireland),     Commons' 

Amends.  Ooo)  io23 
Ireland,  State  of,  Address  moved,  Cioo)  noo 

Wilde,  Chief  Justice, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  Oo»753  ;   Obser- 
vations (The  Attorney  General),  795 

Williams,  Mr.  J.,  Macclesfield 
Sattara,  Rajah  of.  The  late,  Comm.  moved  for, 
W)  1399 

WiLLOuoHBT,  Sir  H.  P.,  Evesham 
Debates,  Adjournment  of,  ^"^MlSl 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  OW)643 
Financial  Statement,  (*<>i^  560 
Foreign  Policy— Treaty  of  Adrianople,  CW)  698 
Highways,  Com. Cioo)  571 
Jews  Disabilities,  Com.  Amend.  (^>  1242 
Kafir  War,  Expenses  of  the,  (W  1338 
Loans  and  Grants  to  Ireland,  (M)  1333 
Navy  Estimates,  C»)  1020 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved   for, 
000)445 

Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 
W)  148 


WiLLonoHBT,  Sir  H. — eonHiMed, 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  cl.  I, 

(100)1148 
Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools,  Com.  Cioo) 

1215 
Public  Health— Westminster,  <•«  808 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  (••)  1297 
Sattara,  Rajah  of,  001)745 
Savings  Banks.  Com.  001)559,  660 
Sugar  Duties,  ooo)  242 
Supply— New  Houses  of  Parliament,  0«)  135 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Westhury 

Brazil,  Trade  with,  (»>  751 

China,  Commercial  Relations  with,  Papers 
moved  for,  (»>  448 

Commercial  Distress — ^The  Currency,  Comm. 
moved  for.  Amend.  ^•*)  414 

Copper  Ore  Duties,  Comm.  moved  for,  (••>  448" 

Denmark  and  the  Duchies,  l">il4 

Income  Tax— Ways  and  Means.  ("^364 

Navigation  Laws,  Com.  Res.  (**)  58  ;  Explana- 
tion, 179,  189,  646 

Sugar  and  Coffee  Plantations,  Comm.  moved 
for,  («)  84 

Sugar  Duties,  C»>  1081,  1091,  1463 ;  Comm. 
Res.  000)283,  290 

Sugar  Duties.  Com.  d.  1,  <*W  655,  663 ;  3R. 
add.  c/.  000386 

Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  0«»  1058,  1065 

Sugar  Duties,  Informality  in  the.  C»«>)578 

Tobago  Relief,  Comm.  Res.  C«)  548 

Winchester,  Bishop  of 
Rome,  Diplomatic  Relatione  with,  2R.  CW  771  ; 
Comm.  872 

W1NCHIL8EA,  Earl  of 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland),  3R,  (•*)  1341 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.(M)  1352 

Window  Duties,  Repeal  of  the.  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  W  1254,  [A.  68,  N.  160,  M.  92]  1207 

WoDEHOUSE,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk  E. 
Exchequer  Bills,  Com.  Ooi)  642 
Savings  Banks,  Com.  d.  7,  Amend,  ooij  667 

Wood.  Right  Hon.  Sir  C,  see  Chancellor 
OF  the  Exchequer 

Wood,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Oxford 
BaUot,  The,  000)1269 

Church  Property.  Address  moved,  <»«»>  1089 
Crown  and  Government  Security,  2R.  (••>  109  ; 

Com.  d.  3,  265 ;  3R.  467 
Death  Punishment,  Repeal  of.  Leave,  ^^  672 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  OOD 

198 
Ecclesiastical  Conmiissioners,  Res.  ^^^  1109 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Res.  (*>>  124 
Episcopal  Revenues,  (W 1290 
Game  Laws,  Repeal  of  the.  Leave,  (^>  958 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  C'«)603 
Jews  Disabilities,  2R.  (<»  228 
"  No  House,"  The,  (»>  592 
Railways,  Com.  d.  7,  ^^^  603 
Stamford  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  (W  932, 

974,  1236 


woo 


WYL  {I  N  D  E  X} 


WYL 


YOR 


Woollens^  Spcmish  Impart  Duty  on, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  CM)  1354 

Worcester,  Bishop  of 
Diocesan  Schools,  (^  154 

WoRTLET,  Right  Hon.  J.  S.,  Buteshire 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 
2R.  000)1171 

Election  Recognisances,  2R.  (^)1084 
Harwich,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  W) 

606,  904,  909 
Lunatic  Asylums  (ScotUnd),  2R.  (**)850 
Marriage,  Law  of,  <••>  373 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 

CW1158 

Wriohtson,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Northallerton 
Sligo,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  C») 
1414 

Wtld,  Mr.  J.,  Bodmin 

Copper  Ore  Duties,  Conmi.  moved  for,  CW  439 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  2  R.  0^1)602;  Com. 

723 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  000)115^, 

1157;0">69 
Public  Health,  Leave,  CM)  419  ;  Com.  C9S)795; 

c/.  80,  1251 


Wtld,  Mr.  J. — eontintied. 
Railways,  Rep.  add.  cl  (*^)  1002  ;  That  the  Bill 

do  pass,  1066 
Supply— Survey  of   the  Metropolis,  CW1014, 

1015  ;— The  Regium  Donum,  001)455 
Vancouver's  Island,  C^*)  209 

Wtnpord,  Lord  ' 
Copper  and  Lead  Duties,  IR.  (i«i>  752,  768 

Yarborough,  Earl  of. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  (*^>  14 
Jews  DisabiUties,  2R.  C«)  1387 

Yarmouth,  Oreat,  Election, 
€.  Report,  («)  541 

Yarmouth,  Great,  Freemen  Disfranchise- 
ment Bill, 
c.  IR.*  W)g55;   2R»  1312;   Com.  Amend, 
(Mr.  A.  Stafford),  W596,  [r.  p.  A.  16,  N. 
107,  M.  91]  597;  c/.   1,  598 ;  Rep.»  601  ; 
3R.»759 
/.   IR.*  CW804;   2R.   W332;   Rep.»  499; 
3R.*  563;  Royal  Assent,  1403 

YoRKB,  Mr.  H.  G.  R.,  York  City 
Chartist  Petition,  The,  Report,  CW  294, 295 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 
m  149 


ERRATA. 

Page  307,  line  25, /or  Mr.  H.  Hobhouse  read  Mr.  T.  B.  Hobhouse. 
511  —     1,  for  Vesy,  R.  H.  R.  H.  read  Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
642  —  12,  /or  Mr.  H.  Currie  read  Mr.  K.  Currie. 
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